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Letters may have been 
shortened because of 
space. Some names may 
have been changed 


Dan the ban 

I woul d li ke to reply to some of the criti¬ 
cisms that appeared in the last issue of 
the Weekly Worker (Nov ember 3) of my 
letter commenting on the article ‘Legal¬ 
ise all dings’ (October 20). 

First off, the standard argument that 
I initially dealtwithinmyoriginalletter 
(October 27) - that drug abuse is a 
matter for the individual - i sbrought for¬ 
ward again, this time in the form that 
crimes such as rape and murder should 
be illegalbecause they cause directharm 
to society, whereas the use of certain 
drugs does not cause harm to anyone 
except the individual consuming them, 
or perhaps no harm at all. 

My origimlpoint stressedthatthis is not 
the case, and it is self-evidentthat drug 
ab use, from ei ther di red consumpt ion or 
the economic burdens placed uponusers 
as they attempt to feed their habit, can 
cause them to oommitall sorts of crime, 
incl udingrape andmurder- the former as 
a direct effect of the drug (for instance, 
alcohol); the latter pssibly fiomthe effects 
of the substance or the economic burdens 
involved. 

It is also s aid that I misreadthe origin al 
articleandcame to a mistaken conclusion 
that it was calling for thesettingup of main¬ 
stream clinics fort he distribution of drugs. 
I do not f ee 1 that my original c onclusi on is 
wrong, since the article talkedof “their 
legal supply, responsibly regulated, and 
addicts provided with clinics, treatment 
and support, not truncheons and hand- 
cufis” (original emphasis). Inother words, 
regulated and supplied by the state - a 
demand thestate is Wghly unlikely to grant, 
nor should it. 

Also, how effective can these treatment 
programmes be if the addict canthen just 
walk off an dob tain drugs right over the 
counter? How is such control to be en- 
actedif the substance is freely available? 
What happens when an addict just won’t 
stop taking the drug and in the process 
causes damage to those aroundhim/her? 
Do we make it ‘ illegal’ for just that indi- 
vidualor continue to simp ly reprimand 
them for crimes committed under the in¬ 
fluence of the substance, but nottake it to 
the source - ie, the substance itself? 

It is saidthat my viewonthe legal sta¬ 
tus of alcohol and tobacco (that it is legal 
due to the massive profits gleaned from its 
saleandtherelatively slow pace at which 
it harms its consumers) is wrong, and the 
argumentisputforwaid thatthey are le- 
galsimplybecause itwould be impossi¬ 
ble to enforce aban, and therefore nothing 
to do with the profits involved, as the ex¬ 
perimentation in the US inthe early part 
of the last century showed. I beg to differ. 
I viewtherepeal ofprohibition to have 
come about simply because even large 
sections of the bourgeoisie themselves 
were against it (especially those who had 
capital invested in the alcoholtiade, for 
obvious teas ons) and that, with the wide- 
scale opposition from there st of thepopu- 
lation, file law ms simply pointless and its 
cost of ineffectual enforcement wastoo 
high. 

The main issue is that drugs can be 
harmful, and their legalisation and in¬ 
creased consumption will, obviously, 
causemore deaths than iftheir distribution 
ischeckedby law. Infact ithasbeensug- 
gestedinthepast thatmorepeopledie each 
year fromlegal drugs thanthose who die 
fromillegal aies, simply becausethe legal 
ones are readily available and its produo 
tion is inrestricted! Just imagine how many 
people would diethenif the c urrently ille¬ 
gal ones were made legal and ready to 
obtain at any time. 

Aninteresting pointraisedis thatdrug- 
dealers are not of the petty bourgeois 
strata: they “support their habit by buying 
quantities of their drugs in excess of their 
ownn eeds from a few big-time g angster 
dealers, in order to sellthis excess to other 


addicts in an often desperate attempt to 
survive”. This sounds like they are actu¬ 
ally in thebusiness of buying commodity s, 
inthi s case drugs, fo r the purpose of sell¬ 
ing them to make a profit, and then buy¬ 
ing more via the profit obtained. This 
sounds to me like the accumulation of 
capital is the deciding lac tor, so therefore 
these people are petty bourgeo is - and the 
suppliers are certainly capitalists! 

While it is said thatthe legalisation of 
drugs will come with its own probl ems, I 
imagine these problems will be far greater 
than the ones currently experienced. In any 
event, communists need to befocusing on 
the class nature of such demands instead 
of looking atthem from the point of view 
of their supposed ‘safety’. The fact is that 
those wi th c apital c an choos e to i nve st i t 
in any sort of enterprise that they deem 
profitable, inc luding the drug industry, le¬ 
gal or o therw ise. The sal e of th es e com- 
modities is harmful to its buyers who are 
mainly the waking class, and there forewe 
should be against such a thing for definite 
classreasons. We should be against the 
capitalist class, not asking the state to 
make their commodity somehow safer, 
when it is fondamentallyunsafe! 

Do we ask the state to make other 
harmfolandrestrictedcommodities ‘safer’ 
such as firearms? No, b ec au se by defini¬ 
tion they are unsafe - the same way as a 
mind-altering drug that causes the human 
bodymassive and potentially fatal damage 
is unsafe. Do we ask the state to simply 
disarm itsel fo fi ts mi litary st ockpile ? No, 
because we understand that imperialist 
war cannot be resolved within capitalism: 
disarmament is an impossible, utopian 
dream under the current social system. 

Drug abuse is a fecet of alienation and 
economic inequarity within capitalism, just 
as imperialist conflict is another lacet of 
capitalism. Therefore we should attackthe 
causes of the problem: capitahsm itself. 
Dan Read 
Portsmouth 

Climate change 

Matt Sellwood is quite rightto question the 
ratherinadequate way in which I dealt with 
theresolutions on climate change that wi 11 
be heard at Respect conference 2005 
(Letters, November 3). My own brief 
comments weremade even shorter by our 
(very capable!) editor and did not leave 
much substance. 

The question ofclimate change certainly 
deserves proper examination and the 
CPGB’s Jack Conrad made a start last 
year ( Weekly Worker March 18 2004). 
For re as ons o f space, I c an onl y re iterate 
a few points. 

1. Climate change is a natural phenom¬ 
enon thathas occurred throughouthistory. 
The earth’s temperature has in general 
been far hi gher in the pas tthan it is to day. 
For example, between 1100 and 1300, 
Europe experienced temperatures which 
were on average 0.7-1.6 degrees higher 
than today. 

2. Climate is chaotic and subject to many 
interacting variables. It seems likely that 
humanimpacthasplayeda certainrole in 
the recent rise in temperatures, just as 
nature has with volcanic eruptions, sun 
spot cycles, etc. Because of its chaotic 
nature it is pretty difficult - if not downright 
impossible - to make accurate assump¬ 
tion a predictions aboutthede velopment 
and scale of the forthcoming change. 

3. Climate change cannot be stopped. 
Evenmostofthose scientists whobelieve 
in purely human-made reasons for climb¬ 
ing temperatures admitthatif the world 
stoppedproduction ofallCO,, rightnow, 
climatechange could still not be halted. 

4. By(felsely)presumingthatthis climate 
change is 100% man-made, there is a 
danger of blaming humanity per se for it. 
We have seenthe inevitable requests for 
draconian measures to holddown work¬ 
ing class consumption levels in the ad- 
vancedcountriesandtokeepthe masses 
inthe so-called ‘third world’ as little more 
than subsistence farmers. 

5. Butcommunists knowthat there isno 
solution to climate change under capital¬ 


ism, as nature (just like all other social 
constructs) is subjectedto thebfind pur¬ 
suit of profit. Of course, that does not 
mean that communists stand aside from 
political questions like climate changp. By 
putting forward, and fighting for, a mini¬ 
mum programme of demands thatcould 
be realisedunder capi tal ism, we prep are 
the ground for the working class to be¬ 
come the hegemon of society. 

6. Sucha programme should not centre 
on theillusi omry and i diotic ‘ stop climate 
change’ demand, like the December 3 
demonstration and the SWP-inspired 
campaign ofthe same name. Instead, it 
should include a wholeseries of measures 
that can address environmentalproblems: 
forexample, the demand that firms respon¬ 
sible for environmental destruction haveto 
bearthe costs ofcleaningthe mess up. 

7. Butcrudally, the programme of com¬ 
munists must focus on the self-emandpa- 
tion of the working class: we demand 
workers’ control (notjust nationalisation) 
overproduction, including energy produc- 
tionandnudearplants. Aclean, safe and 
geminely ‘humanised’ envircnmentisone 
of the most basic of human needs, so 
working class control ofproduc tion would 
incorporate into its planning consideration 
the environmental effects of paiticulartech- 
nologies and branches of industry. 

8. Our aim is abolish c apital (ie, unplanned 
production for the sake ofprofit) andre- 
pl ac e it wi th th e prio rit ies of the working 
class (ie, planned, conscious production 
for the sake ofhumanneed). Thisproc- 
e ss will entail humanity’s growi ng under¬ 
standing and utilisation ofthe laws of 
nature, including the laws that govern 
weather. Our ai mis to change aspects of 
ou r planet’s c li mate, b ut i n a con scious, 
unaliemted way that bene fits humanity and 
doe s not vandalis eourenvironment. 

Tina Becker 

Hackney 

Human nature 

There are many arguments used against 
thosewho advocate the socialisttransfor- 
mationo f society. This we can put down 
to the relentless onslaught ofthe bourgeoi¬ 
sie and their capita list system which is ter¬ 
rified of the revdutionary ideas ofMaixism 
andthe liberation of the working class. 

Onesuch argumentthat finds many sup- 
poiters in the ranks of the unconscious 
working class is that of‘human nature’. 
We must expos ethis argument as th efal- 
si fic at ion that it is, bu t as always we must 
be prepared, as Lenin said, to “patiently 
explain”. 

The truthis, there isno such thing as a 
naturally ‘good’ or‘bad’ person. Each 
person’scharacterandbeingis shapedby 
th e many factors around him or her from 
the day of their birth. As Marx said, “con¬ 
ditions determine consciousness” and an 
extreme ly important fector in the conditicns 
around a pers on wo uldb e the economic 
system around them. 

This system that will determine if pov¬ 
erty exis ts, if they are employed or unem¬ 
ployed, if they are poor or wealthy. These 
are all vital factors and, combined,they 
shape and mo uld the people who 1 ive un¬ 
der them. Capitalism is a profit-based, 
greed-operated system, and therefore 
thoseexisting withinit will always repeat 
these qualities on various scales. From 
stealing atelevision to embezzling millkns 
of pounds, these crimes are areflection of 
society itself. 

Matthew McLean 
www. Marxism Online. com 

Protestants 

Myfirstobjectionto LiamO Ruairc’s ar¬ 
ticle, ‘Some reflections on the protestant 
question’, is the language the author uses 
when referringto the protestant/unionist 
community (October 6). Todescribe the 
protestants as having a “weakpolitical 
culture” ishighly inflammatory and can only 
tend to alienate protestant workers. The 
lack of apolitical/social awareness is a 
problem across the whole of Britain and 
is more relatedto objective conditions. It 


is certainly no tjustlimitedtoprotestants 
in Northern Ire land. 

Thequestioncf severing the lirk with the 
UK i s also app reached in the same man - 
ner and does not take account of the con¬ 
sequence sofa withdrawal from the north. 
On the basis o fa unifiedcapitalist Ireland 
thi s wouldb e a disaster. Just as catholi d 
republ ican workers do not accept the sta¬ 
tus quo or an independent Ulster, why 
shouldprotestant/unionistworkers acc ept 
a capitali st Ireland where they are a mi - 
nority?Surely the author must understand 
their fear of the consequences of this. 

The question shouldbe approached 
purely ona class basis andshould rej ect 
the oldrepublicanrhetoric of‘convincing’ 
protestants that a republic is in their own 
interests. Socialists shouldprovide the al¬ 
ternative to sectarianb igotry - whi ch ex - 
ists in both communities - and seek to 
unite the workers from either side with 
radical campaigns and policies that are 
totally divorced from sectarian agendas. 

The Irish Republican Socialist Party 
positionis arehashof old(feiled) policies, 
and the belief that they are acting in the 
interests ofprotestantsis highly dubious, 
considering thepastactivitiesoftbe IRSP/ 
IrishNational Liberation Army. The ap¬ 
peal for socialism is correct, but, consid¬ 
ering the polaris ation of the c ommuni ties, 
the demand for a republic will alienatethe 
IRSP even further from pro test ant work - 
ers anddo nothing for workers’ unity. 
Mark Rose 
North Belfast 

Participatory 

As a former member of the Workers Party 
of Ireland, I read LiamO Ruairc’s art id e 
on the history of that party with interest 
(November 3). I agreed with partso f his 
analysi s, butfeltthatsome of hisdescrip - 
tions of that history were oversimplified. 

The history of the WP is a compli cated 
topic that would requiremorethanabrief 
letter to do justice to, so I only wish to 
correct a mino r inaccuracy regarding th e 
Iri sh Socialist Network, of which I am a 
member. The ISN is not a 1990s “split” 
from the WP It wasformedin2001 by a 
numberof people, all ofwhom had left the 
WP at various times inthe previous dec¬ 
ades. None of them were members of th e 
WP at the time and the ISN now i nclude s 
in its membership people who were never 
members of the WP. 

The ISN is a participatory sotialist and 
Marxist organisation based inDublin and 
Belfast. The aganisation’s websitecan be 
accessed at www.irishsodalist.net. 

Coim Breath nach 
Ddblin 

Gibberish 

I have just seen Mike Macnair’s letter 
aboutthe IRSP/INLA splitandtheattitude 
of the International Marxist Group 
(Weekly Worker October 20). 

His reference to me was inaccurate. I 
did not adv ise the 1 eadeis hip of the IMG 
that“themilitary disdpline and effective¬ 
ness o f INLA volunt eers was lower than 
that of theProvisionalIRA” because I had 
no information that would allow me to 
make such a j udgement andn o expertis e 
on such matters. 

I was not by that time a member of the 
IMG leadership but afairlynominalmem- 
ber of the Oxford blanch. The blanch 
committee askedme to speak at a public 
meeting with an IRSP representative, but 
I refused. I took the viewthatthe Offidal 
IRA had started the feudwiththe INLA, 
but the INLA had carried it on and I 
wanted nothing to do with dt ha of them 
I was part icularly disgustedby the murder 
of Billy McMillen, former o/c of theOffi - 
cials in Belfast, whom I had known and 
respected. 

I was, in any case, atthe beginning of 
the process which led to a complete re¬ 
pud iation o f my mi sgui ded suppo rt fo r 
Irish republicanism 

There se ems to b e an antiquarian int a- 
est nowadays in the far left of the 19 60s 
and 70s; but also awillingness to make 


judgements without looking for evidence. 
I am s till al ive and i npos ses sion of mo st 
ofmy mental faculties. Whynottalktome 
before writ inghistorical gibbaish? 

Bob Purcfie 

Oxford 

Militant split 

Ted Crawford aseverdoesthe left a fa¬ 
vour with his plain speaking (‘Support 
working class relief’, November3). How¬ 
ever, I would take issue withonepoint and 
correct another. 

On the respective allegiances of the 
Strugglegroup inPakistanandtheTrade 
UnionRights Campaign Pakistan, hesays: 
‘They come out of the same stable aft a 
all. The split back in Britain in the early 
1990s between Grant and Taaffe was, of 
course, feithfolly copied by all the sections 
everywhae else.” This givesthe impres¬ 
sion thatthe sprit inthe Militant and itsin- 
tanational sections wasthe resultof some 
minor sectari an quib ble. 

The sprit was actually over quite a fim- 
damental issue. Grant/Woods on one side 
argued for the continued pursuit of the 
entrist tactic and a perspective of a 
countarevolutionary ideologic al offensive 
as the Soviet Uni on look set to collapse, 
calling for the retrenchment and the con¬ 
solidation ofthe Militant group which ms 
beginning to have a rapid membaship 
tumova. 

On the other side, Taaffe called for the 
openrevolutionary party and a perspec¬ 
tive ofthe ‘red 90s’, where it ms believed 
Militant would fill the vacuum left behind 
by the communist parties, not only in Brit¬ 
ain but throughoutthe world, with anotha 
spurt of activism 

The ideol ogical schism thatopenedup 
in 1991 is b est portrayed in Taaffe’s edi¬ 
torial, ‘ Aparting of the ways’, announc¬ 
ing the booting out of the Grant AVoods 
group: ‘From the lo p-s idedbo om of the 
1980s and the coll apse of Stalinism, they 
[Grant/Woods] have falsely drawn the 
conclusion that the working class has 
shifted to the right and the prospect of 
mass movements for change has been 
postponed into the distant future. 

“Militant, on the other hand, cons idas 
that we are entering a new paiodof cri sis 
an d explos ive movements. Far from b e- 
ingconfinedto discussion circles, Marx¬ 
ism will be presented witheven great a 
opportunities among wida and wider lay- 
as inthe next fewyears” (Militant Janu¬ 
ary 24 1992). 

While this is a caric ature of what Grant 
was actually saying, the past decade and 
a half has demonstrated he had a firma 
grip on reality. The Taaffe group mean¬ 
while began their self-destmctive trajec¬ 
tory, well documented in thisjournal ova 
the years. 

The point of correction is that the sp rit 
by the Struggle group fromthe new Taaffe 
irtemational in 1991 wasnothing to do with 
NGOs - that came later within the pro- 
Taaffe Pakistani group. 

Atthe time of the Militant sprit in 1991, 
the Struggle groip backed Grant, given the 
success they had, and which continues, 
with their workinthe PPP. Taaffe’sonly 
supporter was Farooq Tariq on the 
group’s executive, and 12 otherrankand 
file members. 

TheNGO issue relates to Farooq’s lata 
fell-out with Taaffe’s Committee for a 
Workers’ International. Accordi ng to John 
Throne, forma leader of Militant’s Irish 
section, on the Irish Indymedia site, 
Farooq’s pi an to get funding from Swed¬ 
ish trade unions for his new Labor Party 
Pakistan was applauded by the CWI. 
However, when Farooq abstained on 
Taaffe’s initial move s that would lead to the 
expulsion ofa fledgling minority faction in 
the US section ledby Throne, suddenly 
accepting this money was considaed be¬ 
yond the pale by the CWI. And thus 
Farooq’s group was subjectedto Taaffe’s 
bynowsaial‘partingofthe ways’ (noone 
is ever ex pel led from the C WI!). 

All that ‘ sectariana’ aside, I hope read- 
as will continue to givemoney to whoeva 
they trustto putitto good use, inthe stiug- 
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gle to assist our fellow workers in the 
stricken regions. 

Jim O’Mahony 

email 

US abortion 

Inthe US, the slow destruction of repro¬ 
ductive rights c oil inues litt leby little, ‘ be- 
neaththeradar’. We awaitthedecisionof 
the new Supreme Court on a crucial cas e, 
which may reshape matters altogether. 
There isonly one abortion clinic left in 
Mississippi, astate with third worldlevels 
of poverty and infantmortality. Some of 
the poorest women in the developed 
world canbefaced with largp bills and long 
drive s to have any chanc eof a termination. 

Marking something as a class issue 
gives it no popular tract ion whatsoever in 
the US. P eople do not i dentify themselve s 
in class terms, unless they are super-rich 
or union members. In the absence of 
cl ass-cons dousness, appeals to class will 
move no one. Race and gender are moie 
salient ways of divid ing the worl d, how¬ 
ever much one may regiet the power of 
identity politics. 

So the only way to protectreproduo- 
tiverights in the US is to identify it asa 
‘ women’s i ssue ’ in o ider to enli stmiddle 
class women veto's. Alltoomany young 
women who are not poor or livinginthe 
south do not realise thattheir lives may 
soonbecome hostage to changes in the 
law. Onemay also identify it as an issueof 
racial discrimination, which give sit both 
rhetorical andconstitutionalpurchase,but 
this is unlikely to achieve thedesiredends 
inthe presentpoli tical climate. 

The sheer rhetorical power of the reli- 
giousright, swaying huge sectors of the 
el ectorat e to vo te against their eco nomic 
interests in favour of ‘cultural issues’, 
makes playing around with arguments 
between soc ialis mand feminism ait ire fy 
nards sistic. Inmuchof the US, theappeal 
offamily values is such that it can mobilise 
mo st of th e whi te worki ng cl as s and in¬ 
creasing sectors of the black and Hispanic 
working class to vote for militantly anti¬ 
feminist candidates. 

Mainstie am r eli gious groups will have 
to be enlisted to stand up for women’s 
rights even more strongly thanthey have 
donealrcady, if the fundamentalist extrem¬ 
ists are to be marginalised. For atheists to 
abandon the fight for women’s rights 
rather than ally withmoderate J ews and 
Christians would be a gross betrayal. 
There aretimeswherea singleissue should 
trump thedesire for ideological purity. 

Somehow, feminists, the left and the 
Democratic Party need to find ways to 
defuse the cultural appeal of‘family issuss’, 
which are definingpolitics in theUS to an 
extent inconc eivable in Europe. This is not 
going to be easy. Male politicians and ac- 
tivi sts e verywh ere have a long h istory of 
abandoning ‘women’s issues’ when itis 
conveni ent to d o s o. On th e oth er hand, 
treating supportforabortionrightsasthe 
only defining issueof political acceptabil¬ 
ity is proving both divi sive and suicidal, 
playing i nto the hands of the ri ght, which 
is happy toacceptthat definition. 

In the UK, thing s are nothing like the 
way they are in the US, in part because 
parliament arianpoli tidans haveacc epted 
abort ion as a matter of conscien ce rather 
than party. Moreover; there is not thesheer 
weight of organisation andfinances ar¬ 
rayed against both abortion and contra¬ 
ception. 

However, itmay well be thatthere are 
lessonstobedrawn for UK activists from 
the rather differentUS situation. Forex- 
ample, the fight for reproductive rights 
offers an opp ortuni ty to i nvol ve middle 
class women, as long as they are not 
treated with hostility and subjected to in¬ 
vective every time they appear. Their rights 
are threatened too, and they deserve in¬ 
clusion. 

If we cannot fight for the rights of peo¬ 
ple whom w e dete st, we d o no t des erve 
to win any rights for ourselves. Who 
knows? By fighting alongsideother groups 
wemay find that we have interests in com¬ 
mon. 

Here inthe US, thismay soon come to 
a head. Just as during the civil rights strug¬ 
gle, we may s oon see a time when al lpeo- 


jie of gpod will will have toputthdr shoul¬ 
der to the wheel, and not mind who is 
pushing alongside them. 

David Harley 

email 

No conflict 

GabrielaHunt is correct to point out that 
women at present cb not have control over 
their fertility nor are they equal. 

However, I disagree that access to 
abortion provides‘s ecurity ’. Rather it has 
left the structures intact, and has enabled 
mento far more easily avoid th eir respon- 
sibilities. Ith as acted as adisincentivefor 
social reform. It ischeaper for the state to 
provide abortions or enable the private 
sector to perform them rather than to pro¬ 
vide chil dcare and supp ort for poor fami¬ 
lies. Likewise itworkstothe convenience 
ofbosses who wish to discriminate against 
pregnantwomenandnotprovide decent 
maternity le a ve from work. 

Nobody wishes for a return to back- 
street abortions, nor believes women 
shouldbe maimedor die. I am well aware 
that criminalisation will not solve the prob¬ 
lems, hence I do not argue for it. What I 
do like topoint out, however, is that the 
foetus is a living entity as well, although, 
living in the womb, it doe snot breathe air. 
Its rights arenot“so-called”: every human, 
ban or unban, should have arightto exist 
and 11 ong for the day when th e ri ghts of 
womenwillnot be perceived as conflict¬ 
ing with those of unborn children. 
LizHoskings 
email 

Waffle 

PhilKent concedes the bulk of my argu¬ 
ment on historical questions like the obli¬ 
gation of communists to support struggles 
for national independence against colonial 
rule ‘ inccnditionally butcritically’ (Letters, 
November 3). Though apparently my 
correct analysisof these hi storicalante¬ 
cedents of today colonial war in Iraq is too 
“literal-minded”. In what way he does not 
elaborate. 

Regarding Iraq, he simply waffles. It 
would help if the CPGB w ere to op enly 
proclaim thatthe expulsion oftheimperi- 
ali sts, the independence of Iraq, i s a pro- 
gre ssive goal i n itseIf, a basic democratic 
struggle thatmerits unconditional sipport. 
It is not necess ary to prove that the p ar¬ 
ticular force leadi ng a struggl e fo r inde- 
pendence is “progressive” in termsofits 
wald outlook in order to men t support on 
democratic grounds. Only thatthe goal of 
national independence for whichthey are 
pre ssntly struggling has a democratic con¬ 
tent. 

That is elementary democracy - it was 
in tact one of the CPGB’ shi storicalgu- 
rus, Hal Draper, wh o made the p ointthat 
astruggle against national oppression isa 
democratic struggle evenifitresults in an 
undemoc ratic governor ent. I believecom- 
rade Draper was talking about Vietnam at 
the time. The same is true for Iraq. The 
reason the CPGB does not take this el- 
ementary democratic position is 
islamophobiaand capitulation to its own 
ruling class. 

Phil points out that I do not support 
Zarqawi. For him thi s in some way ex¬ 
presses a contradiction in my position. But 
it does not. I withhold support from 
Zarqawi forthe same reasonthatthebulk 
of the genuine resistance in Iraq does: 
bee ause Zarqawi is fighting, not to expel 
the imperialists, butto foment a sunni-shia 
conflictthatcanonly help imperialism to 
maintain its control. This iscounterposed 
to the activities of such seek as of Iraq 
unity across sectarian tines as the Associa¬ 
tion of Musi im S cholar s, the Sadrists, etc. 
Notwithstanding their islamic-nationati st 
ideologies,the pdicy ofuniting Iraqi across 
sectari an tines to struggl e against the oc¬ 
cupation gives their struggle a democratic 
content. 

Itis not good enough in the context of a 
struggle against the colonial rule of your 
‘own’ govanment to simply prod aim ab¬ 
stractly that the defeat of one’s own coun¬ 
try “would be prefaable” to its victory. 
Thi s kind of formulat ion is appropriate for 
an inter-impaialist war - bututterly i nsuf- 


fident when your ‘own ’ ruling class’s ar my 
is oppressing acolonised people. Then the 
workingclass oftheoppressingcountry 
h as a duty of solidari fy, t o s tand for th e 
victory of the colonised people ova the 
colonising army andcommunists should 
fight forthis understanding in the working 
class. Only an uncompromising struggle 
alongthese lines by the sodatists andcom¬ 
munists of the oppressing countries can 
ere ate the conditi ons where soc ial ists c an 
get a he aring among thos eunder the j ack- 
boot of imperialism, who currently lookto 
some form of nationalism, often with an 
islamic coloration, as a means to fight 
against oppression. 

To refiisetotakethispositionis indeed 
a form of liberalism - itis a capitulation to 
the demonisation cf predominarlfy muslim 
peoplesthatischaractaisticofthe pro¬ 
war 1 iberals, who jus tify the occupation 
itself on similar grounds that the CPGB 
gives for its non-sup port of the actually- 
existing struggle againstthe occupation. 
The centrist CPGB seeks to occupy a no¬ 
man’ s land between the pro-war 1 iberals 
and a genuinely Marxist, anti-imperialist 
position. It is not acommunistpartybut a 
left-tibaal, pseudo-Marxist, islamophobic 
sect. 

And that is the context of the nonsensi¬ 
cal accusation that Respect is a“popular 
front”. I have repeatedly pointedout (to a 
deafening silencefrom the CPGB), that no 
popularfront inhistory has ever fought for 
support for armed resistance to its own 
imperialistrutingclassina colonial war. 
Nor can one do so, since by itsvay na¬ 
ture , a popul ar front is a bloc with a wing 
o f that ruling class aimed at heading off 
radical and potentially revolutionary chal¬ 
lenge s t o the rule of it s own bourgeois ie. 

Since the CPGB als orejects such sup¬ 
port forarmedanti-cobnial struggle sin this 
situation, I can only observe that it sown 
positions dovetail more closely with a 
po tent ial popular front than anythi ng ad- 
vocated by Respect. 

Ian Donovan 
South London 

Liberate 

Hugh Kar’s rallying ay for all left Labour 
Party members to “liberate” themselves 
lacks conviction. It also lacks a catain 
sense of reality (Lettas, Septemba29). 

I do not seem to remember saying I was 
a member of the Labour Party. I just 
wanted to defend the views of Graham 
Bash and also Alan Woods of 
marxist.com. 

But still. Youlive in a lonely world- the 
wo rid of trying to build this ‘new work¬ 
ers’ party’. So what is the progress re¬ 
port? How are all the membas of the 
RMT and the FBU, who are the two main 
uni ons that have broken from the Labour 
Party, integrating them selves into this new 
workers’ party? Next time you sit at your 
Respect, S od al ist All iance or So d al ist 
Party meeting, askyourself: where are the 
workingclass? 

The pointyou have torememba is that 
elections in the UK have repeatedly 
shown low turnouts. The working c lass are 
too busy with wakplacei ssuestobe both¬ 
ered with elections. Our fight should be 
raising socialist consciousness on the fac¬ 
tory floor rather than folding leaflets for the 
next councilby-election. The day the left 
wake up to this fact will be the day I feel 
liberated. 

Left membas of the trade unions, I 
believe, are trying to address this fact. It 
is our job as Marxiststo try and influence 
the left in the unions inasocialistdirection. 

Ian Woodand 

email 


ACTION 

London Communist Forum 

Sunday No vember 13, 5pm - E pilogue t o John B ell amy F oster’s Marx's ecol¬ 
ogy - materialism and nature. 

Diorama Arts Centre, 340snaburgh Street, Lon donNWl (nearesttubes: Re- 
gentsPark, Great Portland Street). 

Sheffield Communist Forum 

Call Lee on 07908 904310 for mo re details. 

Cardiff Communist Forum 

Call Bob on 07816 480679. 

SA relaunch 

Confaence to relaunchSodalist Alliance, Saturday November 12,12 noon to 
5pm, Conway Hall, Red Lion Square, London (nearesttube: Holborn). Regis¬ 
tration from 11.3 0am. £5 (£3 concessions); observas: £4. 
julie .mclaren@virgin.net 

Charter for Another Eirope 

Conference, Florence, Saturday No vember 12, 9amto 8pm, Sunday No¬ 
vember 12, 9am to 3pm. Piazza Tasso 1, Complesso exLeopoldine-Altana, 
Florence. 

Themes: peaceand security; Europe in the world; citizenship, equality and dif¬ 
ference; workas and social rights; democracy andparticipation; for another 
economy: common goods and environment; for anotha economy: socialcom- 
mon goods. 

Halt war on liberties 

Public meeting,Sunday Novemba 13, 7.30pm, Indian YMCA,41 Fitzroy 
Square, London Wl. Admission by donation. On annivasaryofKristallnacht, 
1938 Speakers from Gypsy Council, Barbed Wire Britain. 

Organisedby Jewish Sodalist Group. 

Respect annual conference 

Delegate conference, Saturday-Sunday November 19-20, Camden Centre, 

Eu ston Ro ad, Londo nNW 1 (neares ttube: Ki ngs Cross). 

Ob savers: £10 (first come, first saved). 

Form a Respect left opposition 

Conference fringe meeting, Saturday November 19, 6pm, Lucas Arms, 245a 
Grays InnRoad, L ondon WC1. 

Stop deporting children 

Demonstrate, Saturday November 19. 

Manchester: Assemble 12 noon, Manchester University students union, Ox¬ 
ford Road, formarchto Peace Gardens, StPeter’sSquare. 1.30pm: rally and 
performance s. F ollowedby Yo ung P eo pie’s F orum, Hall, A lbat Square. 

National Coalition of Anti-Deportation Campaigns (Northwest); ncadc-north¬ 
west @ncad c.org.uk; Manchester Committee to Defend Asylum-Seekers: 
mark.krantz@ntlworid.com 

London: Assemble 1pm, HorseguardsAvenue(olf Whitehall) formarchto Hyde 
Park. 2.30 pm: rally. 

Stop Deporting Childrenand Students: 020 7502 6749; 
info@st andup4children.org 

Migrants rights in climate of fear 

Joint Councilforthe Wellare of Immigrants annual generalmeeting seminar, 
SaturdayNovemba 19,2pm, SkeelTheatre, People’sPalace,QueenMary’s 
College, Mile EndRoad, LondonEl (nearest tubes: Mile End, Stepney Green). 
Speakers include Abdurahman Jafar (MustimCouncil of Britain), PaulDavies 
(TGWU). 

02076 08 73 07;j oannaevans@jcwi.org.uk 

Voices from occupied Iraq 

Teach -in, Saturday November 26, Uni vasity of London Union. 

Invited speakers include GeneralUnionof Oil Employees, Iraq human rights and 
women’srights activists, eye-witnesses to destructionofFallujah. 

Donations and sponsorsurgentlyrequested (cheques payable to ‘Iraq Occu- 
pationFocus ’). 

ContactLiz Davies: Iraq OccupationFocus, PO Box44680, London N16 7XX; 
07958 673840. 

Trades Unions for Refugees 

Conference, Saturday Novemba 26,12 noon, Mechanics Institute, 103 Prin¬ 
cess Street, Manchester M1. Supported by Man Chester branch, National Un¬ 
ion of Journalists, National Coalition of Anti- Deportation Campaigns, Mansoor 
Hassan Campaign. 

07837 558036; bob.pounda@tesco.net. 

End the occijiation 

International Peace Conference, Saturday Decemb a 10, 10am to 8pm, Royal 
Horticultural Hall, 80 Vincent Square, London SW1. Anti-occupation Iraqis 
confirmed to date: She ikhAlKhalissi (Iraqi Foundation Ccngress), SheikhHassan 
Zargani (Al Sadr), Hassan Juma (Sou than OilWorkersUnion). 

Defy Section 9 


Trotsky 

Though the Kronstadtrebellion was ledby 
so datists, notrightw ingpeople, Trotsky 
suppressed it withbrutatity and bloodshed. 
He argued that unda socialism trades 
unions shouldbe fused with the state and 
labour shouldbe militarised. 

To me Trotsky’s views are more appro¬ 
priate to nationalsodali sm thanMarxist 
sodafism. 

Andrew Harvey 
Carlisle 


Working conference, Saturday January 2 8,11 am to 5pm,MethodistCentral 
Hall, OldhamStreet, Manchester. 

Organised by National Coalition of Anti-Deportation Campaigns: 
www.ncadc.org.uk. Supported byLibaty,BritishAssodationofSodal Work¬ 
ers, Unisonbranches,NUT branches. 

RDG 

Tocontact the RevolutionaryDemoaatic Group, anai 1 rdgro up@y ahoo.com 

CPGB wills 

Remembathe CPGB and keep the struggle going.PutourParty’sname and 
address, together with the amount youwish toleave, in your will. Ifyouneed 
further help, do not hesitate to contact us. 
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FRANCE 


Stale of emergency 

While France explodes, the left pontificates. Peter Manson exposes the narrow-mindedness of economism 



Gesturing contempt for authority 


A fter two weeks of violent protests 
across France’s towns and cities, 
the Jacques Chirac government of 
the quasi-democraticF ifthRepublic is in¬ 
voking draconian emergency pave is in an 
attempt to crush the revolt of disaffected 
youth. InParis and s ome 30 oth er towns 
a state of emergency has been declared 
along with night-time curfews. 

Thegovemmenthasgivenitself special 
powers, using a 1955 law aimed at sup- 
pressingthe Algerian struggle for inde¬ 
pendence. They have only once befbie 
been employ ed in mainland Fiance - in 
1961, after the p olic e kill ing o f over 200 
Algerians in Pari s. The powers run for 12 
days but can be extended indefinitely by 
parliament. Far-leaching and dangerous, 
they 

•permitthe cabinet to declare a state of 
emeigency in all or part of the country; 

• allow theminister of the interiorto place 
individuals under housearrest; 

• give regional authorities exceptional 
powers to impose curfews and restrict 
mov ements (breach es cou Id mean a fine 
or two-monthjail sentence); 

• enable the authorities to close down 
publicmeetingplaces, controlthepress 
and bio ad cast media, and stop fi lm and 
theatre performances; 

• empower the police to carry out raids 
andsearchpiopertieswithout a warrant. 

At the time of writing 6,000 cars and 
scores of buildings have been torched and 
around 1,500, mainly young, p eop le ar¬ 
rested. The uprising began in the eastern 
Parisian subuib of Clichy-sous-Bois, 
whichi s si tuated in the area colloquial ly 
known as ‘nine-three’ - 93 is the postal 
code forthe departmentof Seine Saint- 
Deni s, part of the former ‘ red belt ’ domi- 
nat ed by the P arti Communi ste Frangais. 

Seine Saint-Denis still provides the PCF 
with its most concentrated support and 
best election returns, but the revolt was 
hardly organisedor in spired by commu¬ 
nists. The youth of Clichy-sous-Bois, par¬ 
ticularly the Chene-Pointu sink estate, 
were outraged after two teenagers were 
killed running away fromthe police. Rival 
gangs sudden ly forgotthei r old enmities 


and united as one in what has been a sus- 
tai ned outburst of pure mge. The ir revol t 
is an act of despair, a violent eruption of 
accumulated anger against authority and 
againstthe bleakness andhopel essness of 
life. 

There is no plan, no 
coordinati on, or aread- 
iy defimbb pditicallar- 
get - excep tth e poli ce. 

The police are hated. 

They are renowned for 
their brut al treatment of 
thos e who m they sto p 
or arrest. One youth 
commented of the two 
dead teenagers: “They 
had done nothing, but if 
the police chase you 
around here, you run.” 

The two, together with 
afri end, scaled the wall 
of anelectricity sub-station intheir des¬ 
peration to get away. All were electro¬ 
cuted, but one of them miraculously 
sirvived. 

Interior minister Nicolas Sarkozy - a 
rightwing populist who aims to succeed 


Chirac aspresident - had previously de¬ 
clared a“war without mercy”on violence 
intheParis suburbs. Afterregrettingthe 
deaths he at first implied that the threewere 
‘delinquents’ beingpursued after the po- 


licebecame suspicious of them. However, 
withinhours, he stated that theyhad no 
reason to fear, since the po lice were not 
pursuing themat all. 

In all likelihood it was S aikozy’s callous 
lies - put out as part of his anti-migrant 


spin-doctoring - that sparked the violent 
reaction inChene-Pointuonthenight fbl- 
lowingthe deaths. So dis gusted were th e 
dead boys ’ parents that they refused to 
meet with the interior minister. However, 
his immediate reaction 
to the initial rioting 
helped ensure therevolt 
widened - he describ ed 
the r ioti ng you th of th e 
cites as nothing but 
ra ca ille (ri ff-raff) and 
voyous (yobs): they 
w qvq gangrene (scum) 
who needed to be 
flushed away with a 
power-hose. 

He soon came to re¬ 
gret his comments, as 
the rioting spread - first 
to oth er P ar is s uburbs, 
and then to j ust ab out 
eveiy area ofF ranee with a substantial mi - 
grantpopiiation.Or, more accurately, with 
a population that is often descended from 
migrants - most ofthe young rebels will be 
the s ons or even g randsons of th ose who 
came to France as early as the 1950s. 


Many originated in French colonies in 
north o r sub- Saharan Africa and mos t of 
these are mu slims - a convenient scap e- 
goat for drop ping li ving st andards, as the 
state continues its neoliberal assault on 
pensions, working conditions and wages. 

A though Franee has probably the high¬ 
est proportion of migrant s and their fami¬ 
lies in Europe (an estimated 10%ofthe 
population), itcan hardlybe said that the 
majorityhavebeen fully integrated. Em¬ 
ployers routinely discriminate against ap- 
plic ants with A rab o r islami c name s and 
unemployment amongpeople ofAfrican 
des cent is twi ce th e nati onal average (al¬ 
ready high at around nine percent). Some 
estate agents have apolicy ofpreferring 
‘Trench-looking” buyers. 

Many long-term residents are not 
French citizens and are unable to vote and 
there is ongoing harassment of sans 
papiers - those without official documen¬ 
tation. Ontop of allthis, recent state cuts 
in education spending and in grants for 
local amenities hare hitthe banlieues (sub¬ 
urbs) particularly hard. 

M)t surprisingly then, as well as display¬ 
ing its ruthless side, personified by 
Sarkozy - with thousands of the notorious 
CRS riot squad deployed in the cites and 
1,500reservists called up, not tomention 
thefull, anti-democratic armoury ofemer- 
gency powers - the state has attempted 
simultaneously to demonstrate its ‘com¬ 
passionate’ face. Cuts in community 
spending are to be restored and a *30 
billion uib an redevelopment planis to be 
speeded up. 

Prime minister Dominique de Villepin, 
a close ally of Chirac - in contrast to 
Sarkozy, who is widely regarded as a ri¬ 
val - has fronted the announcement of 
these hastily thought up sops, together with 
a range of, as yet largely unspecified, 
measures to help ‘promote equal oppor¬ 
tunities’. 

Firmswill apparently be encouragedto 
actively recruit in the banlieues and, mon¬ 
strously, the compulsory school- leaving 
age maybe reduced from 16 to 14 in some 
case sto allow youngsters to take up spe¬ 
cial apprenticeships. That will supposedly 


Many originated in French 
colonies in north or sub-Saharan 
Africa and most of these are 
muslims - a convenient 
scapegoat for dropping living 
standards, as the state 
continues its neoliberal assault 


What the French left says 


Parti Communiste 
Fran$ais 

There is a very grave situation in the 
popular quarters of several French 
towns ...: cars and public buildings set 
on fire, acts of violence against firefight¬ 
ers, confrontations with the police, shots 
and tear gas grenades - even a mosque 
has been hit. The immense majority of 
men, women and youth in these quar¬ 
ters, particul arly tho se in the most di ffi- 
culty, are the first victims of this 
into lerable vio len ce. 

This explosion was sparkedby the ir- 
resp onsibl e policy of provocation of the 
minis ter of the interior... Stigmatised, 
humil iated, discriminated, cert ain youths 
- a small number - have become hos¬ 
tages to this logic of confrontation 
through which they are wrongly ex¬ 
pressing their anger, their revolt, their 
despair. 

The g overnm en th as shown its elf in¬ 
capable of guaranteeing public order... 
Nicolas Sarkozymustberelievedofhis 
duties.... 

Re-establishing order is extremely ur¬ 
gent ... The Communist Party proposes 


impl ementing a number of measures... 
•Engage in ... a genuine dialogue... 
which, d ev elop ed i n a sp irit o f detente 
and not in the logic of repression, re¬ 
quires the immediate deployment of 
units of local police and a partnership 
between all the concerned actors: po- 
lice, gendarmerie, the courts, councils, 
local associations .... 

•Repeal all lawsthat compromise lib¬ 
erties, are discriminatory and feed the 
cycle of violence-repression-violence. 
•Establish acitizenship ofresidence, 
giving the vote to eveiy man and wo man 
riving in France. 

• Put the police at the service of the 
whole nation ... 

• Really attack the parallel economy 
andtrafficking of all types ... 

• Restore direction to the law, which 
means ... respecting rights so that the 
notion of duties canregain its meaning 
and legitimacy ... 

• Gi ve t o the jus tic e sys tern th e mean s 
to ensure that the law respects every¬ 
one equally - which implies for magis¬ 
trates as well as the penal system the 
new means necessary to give thepun- 
ishmentfor every infraction the ab ility to 


reinforce, while respecting every per¬ 
son, frmdamental rules which allow all to 
rive together. 

Executive committee state¬ 
ment, November 4 

Lutte Ouvriere 

Of course, the main victims of the vio¬ 
lence are the inhabitants of the suburbs. 
The burning cars are not those of the 
b il ri on aire s o r mi nis ters, bu t th os e o f 
workers who rive in those quarters. 
That is why, when the youth take on 
firefighters as representatives of au¬ 
thority, that does not show very great 
consciousness .... 

If life is becoming more and more 
hard inthese quarters, left governments 
o f th e past h av e ju st as mu ch resp onsi - 
b ility as the right.... 

The degradation of life in the poor 
qu arters i spart of the d egradation of the 
condition of workers underthe blows 
that bigbusinessand successive govern- 
ments have rained on the popular 
classes. One hopes that the working 
class, in rediscovering its abil ity to coun¬ 
ter the o ffens ive o f the bos ses and go v- 


emment, will win the ear of the youth in 
the popular quarters and that the latter, 
for its part, will be able, alongside the 
whole woricing class movement, to ex¬ 
press whatislegitimate in itsrevolt and 
leave by the w ays ide the yobs and petty 
dealers. 

Arlette Laguiller, editorial Lutte 
Ouvriere November 4 

Ligue Communiste 
Revol utionnai re 

For the LCR the government is totally 
res pons ible fo r the situ at ion of d isarray 
in the p opular quarters... the youth and 
the populations ofthe quarters must not 
lineup against each other, but find once 
more the road to sol idarity. Th e mo bili - 
sati on o f the peo pie again st the go vem - 
ment is indispensable... The L CR calls 
on the population, on the youth, on left 
anddemociatic forces to build this front 
of resistance. 

Statement, November 7 

Parti des Travailleurs 

(Daniel Gluck stein’s Workers Party - 
Intern ati onal ist Communist Cu rr ent) 


No published statement. The only arti- 
cl e avail abl e onthe PT website from the 
latest edition of its weekly, Informa- 
tio ns Ouvrieres, i s an edito ri al o n wi th- 
drawal from the European Union 
(Nov ember 3-9) 

La Riposte, Grantite 
PCF entrists 

This is an uprising ofthe youth ... the 
most oppressed, crushed and desper¬ 
ate youth ... The methods employed by 
the youth in revolt... are not those of 
the workers’ movement. We cannot 
approve ofthe destruction of schools, 
creches, businesses or even vehicles. 
But such acts are the nature o f thi s type 
of mobilisation.... 

This rebellion is beckoning the trade 
union, socialist andcommunist move¬ 
ment, which must notstand apart from 
such an important movement... 

The sacking of Sarkozy alone is not 
enough. We must demandthe immedi¬ 
ate calling of elections to get rid of this 
government as quickly as possible. 
Statement from Greg Oxley, 
editor of La Riposte, November 8 
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against youth revolt 


For a Sixth 
Republic 


T he F rench left, like it s counterpart 
thi s s ide of the Channel, i s mired 
in econo mi sm. Political questions 
relating to the constitution and de¬ 
mocracy under the bourgeois state 
are shunned infavour of almost ex¬ 
clusively trade union-type demands 
for better wages and conditions. 

The Fifth Repub lie, withits monar¬ 
chical president, epitomises the ab¬ 
sence of any meaningful control from 
below - a situation thatallow s for the 
suspension of a whole range of 
democratic rights, as under the ‘ st ate 
of emergency’ legislation. What is 
more, there is no right to armed self- 
defence - either against fascist gangs 
or, more pertinently at this time, 
against the state’s CRS thugs. 
Jacques Chirac himself was 


elected with the active support of 
less than 20% of voters. H e and the 
Front National’s Jean-Marie Le Pen 
together went into the second round 
head-to-head with between them 
und er 37 % o fthe votes cast. Mem¬ 
bers ofthe national assembly can go 
their owns weet way between elec¬ 
tions. 

We need to fight for a Sixth Re¬ 
public, won under the hegemony of 
the working class, which will enshrine 
extreme democracy: 

•Disband the armed police and the 
standing army. For a people’s milit ia 
•Abolish the presidency. 

• For annual parliaments with in¬ 
stantly recall ab le deputies. 

•For the righto f full citizenship af¬ 
ter six months’ residency • 


give thema sense of belonging. 

Chirac himself sums up the carrot and 
stick approach: ‘The lawmust be applied 
firmly, but in a spirit of dialogue and re- 
spect.”Butitis highly unlikely that thethou- 
sandsof di saffec ted working class youth 
will be won round either by increased 
spending or a few platitudes. Even those 
oppo sedto the current violence express 
anger and despair. 

Thefactis that they are notregaidedby 
the gau llois majority as being ‘properly’ 
French - they are not frangaiscomme les 
autres . There canb e no clearer demon¬ 
stration ofthis chauvinist, anti-migiart and 
especially anti-islamic attitude than the 
passi ng of th e 2004 law whi ch bans the 
wearing or dis playi ng of conspicuous re¬ 
ft gio us and political symbols instate 
schools. 

It was claimedthat this was anon-dis- 
criminatoiymeasure, designedtoprotect 
secularism, but there is no doubtthat it was 
brought in to undercut support for the 
Front National and the baying ri ght with 
their demands to ‘haltthe islamicisation’ cf 
France. Everybody knew that it was 
muslims and the hijab which werethe tar¬ 
gets. 

The entire left has come out against 
Saikozyandthegovernmert’s emergency 


powers. It has condemned racism and 
discrimination and issued statements rang¬ 
ing fromliberal good wishe s forthe inhab- 
itants of the suburbs to a kind of 
understated sympathy with the rioters. 

Yet in 2003-04, when Chirac was 
pushingthioughhis islamophobic chauvin¬ 
istic ban on the hijab, almost with out ex¬ 
ception the leftfailedto see this for what it 
was - a divisive, ultimately anti-working 
class measure aimed at an already op¬ 
pressed section of society. 

The PCFc ameout officially againstthe 
ban, but did precisely noth ing to oppose 
it. Far from attempting to mobilise its sup¬ 
porters to defeat it, it boycotted the (usu¬ 
ally small) actions called againstthe bill. It 
even gave its 24 deputies in the national 
assembly afreevote when them alter came 
to ahead in February 2004 - and seven 
of them actually vote d/or the b an. 

The Fourth Internationalist Ligue 
Communis te Revolutionnaire was als o 
formally opposedto the law, butsome of 
its teachers actually went along with the 
ban in schools. The LCR adopted an 
‘even-handed’ approach - ‘against the 
ban, again st the v ei 1’ - and ft ke th e P CF 
stayed away fromorgmised protests: “We 
don’t want to take p art in a demonstra¬ 
tion thatmight appear ambiguo us on the 


wearing cfthe veil,” said ChristianPioquet 
on behalf of the LCRpoliticalcommittee 
(see Weekly Worker February26 2004). 
A minority, together with the leadership of 
the youth section, the Jeunesses 
Communistes Revolutionnaires, took a 
more princ ip led st an d - in o pposi tion to 
bo th th e ban an d the L CR majo rity’s op - 
portinism. 

However, the wo rs t o f the 1 ot was th e 
ultra-economistic Lutte Ouvriere. It was 
LO teachers wholedthe way in anticipat¬ 
ing the law before it was passed andre- 
fused to teach muslim girls wearingthe 
hijab- on the grounds of secularism and 
women’s rights! 

LO’s weekly paper declared that 
teachers would be “delightedtohave at 
their di spos al a text to supp ort their op- 
position t> the wearing of the veil in school” 
{Lutte Ouvriere December 19 2003). 
The lawwouldbe a “pointof support” for 
them, and forthose girls allegedly forced 
to wear the veil by family or community 
pressure. 

The 1 eft’s attitu de to thi s qu es tion ex¬ 
pose sits expressed concern for migrant 
rights during the current crisis for what it 
is: somewhat shallow, to say the leastThis 
is partially reflected in its coverage ofthe 
riots - yougetthe di stinct impression that 
th ey would all rather be cone entrating on 
mobilising againstthe pending electricity 
privati sation, and in factthe LCR leads on 
the electricity privatisation question on the 
front page of the latest edition of its 
we ekly, Rouge\ AlthoughAr letteLaguiler 
takes up the revo It on the estates in her 
editorial mLutteOuvriere (November 4), 
at the time of writing L O has i ssued no 
statement on the crisis. 

When it comes to what the PCF do es 
say, its st atement s erves to ace entuat ethe 
party’s continuing political as well as or¬ 
ganisational decline. It is almost entirely 
bereftof class content - a mix of liberal 
platitudes anddownrightreactionarycalls 
fora benign police force and respect for 
the law. 

There was a time, inthepost-war years, 
when estates rikeChene-Pointu would 
have been a PCF stronghold, with a PCF 
presence, if not a PCF local organisation, 
in every apartmentb lock. Despite itsna- 
ti onalism, reformism and bureaucratism, 
the party was a realp ower right into the 
1970s. It wouldhave been able to, at least 
partially, inpose that power on the youth 
andhelpdiverttheirfrustraticns into more 
pol itical, more organisational forms, de- 
spi te the obvious opportunism of its p oli- 
tics and the dead ends into which they 



would lead. Nevertheless, thePCF would 
certainly have been able to minimise the 
anti-social aspects ofthe current revolt - 
the destruction of schools and other fatili - 
ties, the burning of cars and other such 
property. 

Now there is a vacuum and in these 
particular areas it is the i slamists who are 
attempting to fill it. Admittedly, there is not 
as yetmuch evidence of any great success, 
but there isnodoubt that inthese circum¬ 
stances the youth will be opento all sorts 
of n ew ideas. One thing is for sure: after 
its performance o/erthe hijab ban, muslim 
youth willnot beturningtothe leftin large 
numbers. 

In truth the PCF has never had a good 
position vis-a-vis migrants andthe colo¬ 
nies. Ithardly threw its weight behindthe 
movement for Algerian independence and 
its elected representative shave had a ten¬ 
dency to express many of the gaullois 
prejudices against outsiders. 

An example of this occurredlast month 
when the PCF mayor of Calais, Jacky 


Henin, called in theCRS against homeless 
migrants onhispatch. Hundreds are wan¬ 
dering the streetsof Calais, sleeping rough 
inparks, since the closure of the Sangatte 
refugee centre. Now they are forced to 
rely onvarious charitiesto feed them and 
are subject to harassmentby the police - 
between 400 and 500 sans papiers, des- 
perateto reach the UK, are arrested every 
week. 

There had been a tacit agreement that 
the pol ice wouldnotharass the migrants 
whil e th ey were qu eu ing for their d ai ly 
meal. But on October 27, following the 
allegedrape of young deafwomanbya 
migrant, the CRS launched an attack 
against 300 refugees waiting outsidea Red 
Cross booth. Henin has commented that 
itwouldbe too easy to say all migrants are 
bad, but he had a duty to protect Cal ai s 
re sidents. He wa s agai nst o peni ng a ne w 
refugee centre b ecause that would only 
mean “another Sangatte, where mafias 
make the law” {Lutte Ouvriere Novem¬ 
ber 4) • 



Sarkosy and de Villepin: daggers in their grins 


Blogs censored 

Internet host Skyblog has closed down 
several blogs after comments in favour 
ofthe rioters were posted Nevertheless 
others have sprung up to replace them, 
some exercising self-censorship. All 
express a variety of views, including 
from people in the cites (estates) 

Aulnay-sous-Bois: They’re alreadytalking aboutthe intifada, aboutcivil war 
Ninel: What happened toBounaandZihedisterrible... nevertheless... asfor 
the acts committed by theyouth, they don’tseemto realise thatthey won’tachieve 
integration like that. There is a danger of racism and discrimination increasing. 
Peop le wi llrem ember the image of youths attacking firefighters and schools. 
Fabrice: Poverty is everywhere, not just in black andArab suburbs. The whole 
capitalist system is responsible... For dirty ware andbombsthere’sbillions of 
euros. 

Omar Burn our cars, bum our shops. We’ve beenin the shitfor alongtime, but 
wi th dog s like y ou, we ’1 lbe in it a lot 1 onger yet. 

6 Attention’: Don’t push things too far. People won’t stay tolerant for ever. The 
FrontNational willgainandthearmy willcome in. 

Teddy Bear It’s true there exists ahard core of voyous. Butthereisalsothe 
youth that our society has left at the side of the consumer road. 

6 Me’: It’s not good: thre eMolotov cocktails in my streetyesterday. They’ll bring 
outthe guns if this carrieson. 

Alablo: Money for the banlieuesl The sacking of Sarko? Aminimum of re¬ 
spect from the raci st cops? We can get it all! How? N ot by fire - by hung er- 
strikes. Like Gandhi. A thousand hunger- strikers and life will begin tochangein 
the cites. 

Fatima: Thanks to those whoare setting everything alight, we’llhavetheFN in 
go vernment in20 07• 





















6 


weekly _ ^ 

November 10 2005 600 WOTKer 


INTERVIEW 


The only answer is 

The book Marx s ecology - materialism and nature by John Bellamy Foster does much to reclaim a lost 
tradition of ecological thinking in Marxism. As CPGB comrades in London draw towards to the end of an 
extensive series of seminars based on this work, Mark Fischer spoke to the author about the relationship of red 
and green 



Susta ina bl e energy ne eded 


ur collective study of 
your book in London has 
been very productive. The 
question of how Marxists relate 
to environmental issues - as 
Marxists rather as born-again 
greens - is clearly a controver¬ 
sial one. 

It’s encouraging that you have found 
Marx secology so us eful. The object of 
that book was, of course, to get such 
dis cus sion s o nthe leftg oing. 

The answertoyourquestion is com¬ 
plicated. There definitely is a danger in 
the sen se th at at least so me o f the views 
of the Greens - as a party-movement - 
arc harclly progressive. There are some 
definite reactionary views mixed in 
there. SoMarxistshavetoaddressthem 
critically , like anything else. 

Yet there is a lot to be learned from 
the Green perspective as well. Some 
parts are v ery radi cal, p rogre ss ive and 
even rcvolutionary. There are leftwing 
and rightwing Greens. This is an added 
comp lication wh en we come to engage 
with them as Marxists. Some of those 
who identify themselves as Green take 
a very Malthusian position, as you 
know. They are effectively anti-popula¬ 
tion, anti-human and anti-development 
in a waythat doesn’t take intoaccount 
the factthatthere are who le arcas of the 
earth where the people need develop¬ 
ment. 

Of course, ithas to be sustainable de¬ 
velopment, but in some third world 
countries development is vital. What is 
ne eded i s no t capi ta lis t dev el op men t, 
not i ndus triali satio n as we know it, b ut 
developmentnevertheless. 

So anuncriticalrejection of develop¬ 
ment isnotcorrcctNorisit right tolook 
onpopulation as the main problem. Cer¬ 
tainly population growth is a problem, 
but once you identi fy it as the key prob¬ 
lem lacing us, youp oint things in a v ery 
reactionary direction. 

In terms of Marxi sm and so ci ali sm in 
general, therc i s a perc eption that it came 
to ecological thinking late; that it was 
slow in encompassing this area of 
thought. This is simply not correct. I 
make adistinctionherc between eco¬ 
logical understandings - which involve 
the interrelatedness, interdependence 
and co-evolutionofhuman beings and 
naturc (includingecological science) - 
and the development of what has been 
called ecologism, or Grcenthought. The 
latter is a particular political form and, 
though important, it is not the same as 
ecology or ecological science. 

When we look at the real history of 
the emergence of ecological thinking and 
science, there can be little doubt that 
Marxists and socialists were forerunners 
of it. They were many o f the principal 
figures inthe developmento f ecological 
thought and science. Sothenotionthat 
socialists came to this field late is com¬ 
pletely mi staken - it’s almost the exact 
opp osi te o f th e tm e hi sto ry. 
Obviously, the experience of 
the Stalinist USSR is an impor¬ 
tant factor in the explanation 
for that. 

Of course. Yet the Soviet Union in the 
1920s and early 30s had the most dy¬ 
namic ecological science of any coun¬ 
try on the planet. It had the greatest 
innovators and thinkers like Vernadsky, 
Oparin, Vavi lov, H ess en and so on - but 
then mo st of th es e peopl e werc purged, 


executed or sidelined. Of course, 
Bukharin was very advanced in his eco¬ 
logical thinking and his fate is well 
known. 

Partly as a resultof socialist primitive 
accumulation in the 1930s,the Soviet 
Union turned against the ecological 
thinkers within the materialist tradition. 
That was a part of the much greater trag¬ 
edy of the USSR. 

But I think that we can make a mis¬ 
take here. On the one hand, we say that 
socialists have some extraburdenof guilt 
to carry in respect to the environment. 
That somehow socialists are not truly 
environmental thinkers - as evidenced 
by the S ovi et U nio n, whi ch h ad a very 
bad record in that context. But then, on 
the other, we don’t critique the main¬ 
stream lib eral tradition, as if it has a le¬ 
gitimacy we lack, asif itdid not promote 
rap aci ous econo mi c gro wth, was te re¬ 
sources, spread toxins, kill off species, 
induce global wanning, etc - andoften 
deliberately, without conscience, and on 
a planetary level. 

Ecological thought, as it developed, 
was evenmore antagonistic to classical 
liberalism than classical socialism. There 
isno sense inwhich the liberal capitalist 
tradition was open to ecological think¬ 
ing while socialism was not. 

Surely part of the problem of 
the Marxist left establishing 
any sort of principled cfialogue 
with the Green movement is 
that the ‘Marxists’ are quite 
ignorant of those healthy 
elements of our tradition. 

That’s true. Also,itis aresult ofhow we 


learned our Marxism It certainly was a 
central question for Marx - something 
that was understood in the first decades 
after his death. It disappeared in the 
19 30s with Stalini sm 

We st ern Marxis m turned again st sci- 
ence in the 1920s and 30s as a reaction 
todevelopmentsin both east and west. 
This was a period when ecological 
insights practically disappearedfrom the 
core of socialist thought - outside of the 
sciences. (It is important to acknowl¬ 
edge, of course, thatthe liberal-capitalist 
tradition was not forwarding ecological 
ideas inthat period either.) 

There are different ways to read 
Marxism and the most common in re¬ 
cent decades has been toignore every¬ 
thing Marx and Engels wrote about 
materialism and science. Instead people 
concentrate on the texts more centred 
on philosophy that anticipated critical 
theory. We read the Economic and 
philosophical m anuscripts but usually 
skip over what Marx had to say about 
nature. We read volume one of Capi¬ 
tal , but we don’t read volume three, 
where he addressed ecological issues in 
the context of his treatment o f agricul¬ 
ture. We tend to approach his thought 
very selectively and one-sidedly. 

It has been customary in recent dec¬ 
ades toapproachMarx inawaythatside- 
lines these questions of his ecological 
thi nking. And Engel s too, who dealt even 
more directly with science- althoughl do 
think themost powerful ecological insights 
belong to Marx. Western Marxism be¬ 
came veiy anti-science ina way. 

For instance, we have the po sition of 


Lukacs- admittedly notaconsistentone 
- thatthe dialectic does not apply to na¬ 
ture. His thought was more sophisticated 
than that bald statement would i mply, but 
that was the view commonly ascribed to 
him... 

A problem, because impiiciUy it 
poses an absolute dichotomy 
between humanity and nature. 

Yes, western Marxism created that di¬ 
chotomy, while SovietMarxism killed off 
its ecologists. Inboth instances, Marxi sm 
lost itsconnectiontogenuine ecological 
science for a period. 

The irony is that thinkers like Stephen 
Jay Gould, Richard Le wont in, Richard 
Levins and Steven Rose did cany on a 
Marxists traditionin science thatwas veiy 
dialectical. Gould,Levins and Lewontin 
(and they weren’t alone - think of 
Haldane) became major figure sin evolu¬ 
tionary theory, butthe rest of the Marxist 
tradition ignored them. They carriedfor- 
ward a tradit ion of a dialectic al s od al ist 
analyas cfnatureand is dynamics that had 
beenpartof the classicalMarxisttradition. 

Ifyoulook at the early development of 
ecological stience, the leading figures - 
particularly amongst these relating ec ology 
to soc iety - were s od ali sts and Marx ists. 
For example, Ray Lankester, whowas a 
younger friend of Marx’s. He was the 
greatest biologist in Britain of his day. 
Darwin hadcarried him onhi s shoulders 
when he was a boy; he was Huxley’s 
protege. He was the one Englishman at 
Marx’s funeral. He cameto Marx’s house 
frequently, was friendly with El eanor and 
they visited him at his home. 

Gould wrote about Lankester but 


couldn’tquitefigireoutthdr commonality 
- what brought them together was their 
shared materialism. Lankester was a 
veiy firm materiali stand a socialist, of a 
Fabian variety. He readandwas strongly 
impressedby Marx’s Capital. Hewasthe 
leading Darwini an thinker inthe genera¬ 
tion after Darwin and wrote some of the 
mostpowerful ecolcgical essays ofhis day, 
focussing particularly on extinction and 
pollution in London. He influencedpeo- 
ple li ke HG Well s, a friend of his as wel 1 
as his student, Arthur Tansley - also a 
strong materialist andFabian-style social¬ 
ist 

Tansley developed the concept of the 
ecosy stem an d, in doi ng s o, he relied on 
the work of HymanLevy, a leading Brit¬ 
ish Marxist scientist, and the materiali st 
tradition going back to Epicurus. He was 
connected to Lancelot Hog ben. All of 
these figures were in a struggle with gen¬ 
eral Smuts and his followers in South Af¬ 
rica, who were developing a racist 
ecdogical holism. 

Anyway, the point I am trying to stress 
is that there i s a whole 1 ine of materiali st, 
socialist ecologicalthought thatactually 
became influential inthe various scientific 
fields relatedto ecology. It traces a direct 
line ofdescentfrom Liebig, Marx, Engels 
and the British socialist andMarxistsci- 
entists. The whole area of thought was 
wrapped upin the concept ofmetabolism 
thatMarx appliedto ecological issues, and 
which came to be s een at the level of the 
oiganismas parallel to the concept of eco¬ 
system, which Tans ley developed. 

There was a kind oflin ear theoretical 
developmeil inwhich soc ialists and M arx- 
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John Bellamy Foster rediscovering Marx 


ists were abso lutely central. You can s ee 
this influence in the early work of the 
Odums in the United States. Rachel 
Carson drew her approach to ecology, 
when she put forthher version of this fol¬ 
low ing the p ubli cati on of Si lent spri ng , 
from the theory of the origins of life intro- 
ducedby Haldane and Op arin. 

The left today is intellectually 
impoverished, by comparison. It 
doesn’t know its own history, for 
a start. But also its rather 
philistine general cidtire doesn’t 
allow it to interact with and 
comment on science in a worth¬ 
while way. Of course^ there are 
Marxist scientists - but they are 
‘specialists’. Marx and Engels, for 
example^ read voraciously in the 
sciences and could comment 
with authority on its debates and 
insights. 

Oneofthe criticisms that has been levelled 
at Mane and Engels is that they rej ected 
the early developments in thermodynam¬ 
ics and early attempts at ecological eco¬ 
nomics. Paul Burkett and I have been 
doing research on this question and have 
recentlyfinished two papers that show, 
much to my suiprise, that this is all false. 
They were very famili ar with the material 

- they had read the early studies of ther¬ 
modynamics and actually integrated them 
into their analysis in Capital and else¬ 
where. 

Allthe allegations inthisrespeettumed 
outto be false once we invest igatedthem 
What amazes me is howwell read insci¬ 
ence Mane and Engels were ateveiy level 

- the classical Maixi stanalysi s was very 
broad. They did not pretendtob e major 
contributors to the natural and physical 
sciences,buttheyincoip orated thebest 
science of their time into their work, and 
critically appraised it through theirmateri- 
alism andthe dialectic, whichkept them 
from making serious errors. Marxism got 
narrowed down lateron. The revolt against 
positivismthat started in western M arxism 
inthe 1920s withpeople like Lukacs and 
Gramsci was very i mpo rt ant, but ended 
up throwing the baby out with the 
bathwater. Science was expelled along 
with positivism 

In Britain, Christopher Caudwellwas 
enormously advancedinhis ecological 
discussi ons, but the mai n lin e of west ern 
Marxian found itself re vdting againstposi- 
tivism to such a degree that it rejected 
whole integral parts o f the Marxist tradi¬ 
tion. For instance, I would saythatSec- 
ondand Third International thinkers made 
alot of mistake s. But it is irrational to dump 
these intellectual traditions in their entirely 

- to failtonote the areas where they were 
doing re ally creative, pioneering work. 

WhenI fi rstread B ukharin’s Historical 
materialism , I recognised that some as¬ 
pects of it were mechani stic, but the domi¬ 
nant tendency within it, and materialist 
Marxism in general, was totiy toover- 
come mechanism and build a dialectical 
materialism In some places they did suc¬ 
ceed andtheyproducedpowerfril insights 
into therelationship between humanity and 
nature. S oneofthe chapters in Bukharin’s 
Philosophical Arabesques - such as 
‘ Living nature and the arti stic attitude to¬ 
ward if and ‘Evolution’ - are absolutely 
astoni shing, even by pres ent-d ay stand¬ 
ards, in theirappreciati on of co-evolution 
and humanity and nature. 

You mentioned the left and right 
trends within the Green move¬ 
ment, but woidcfci’t you say there 
is often a programmatic 
commonality between these two 
wings? The solutions to ecologi¬ 
cal problems are framed in terms 
of limitations being imposed on 
humans. Obviously, the commu¬ 
nist notion of abundance doesn’t 
imply that we want to see a world 
swamped in crap, but we should 


want to actually increase hu¬ 
manity’s impact on nature. We 
need a dramatic growth in our 
understanding of nature, our 
ability to utilise its laws for the 
benefit of both humanity and the 
environment. We see the poten¬ 
tial in our species to establish a 
reciprocal, unalienated relation¬ 
ship with nature - we do not 
believe that humanity’s impact 
must be kept to a minimum 
because it is inevitably detrimen¬ 
tal. 

I agree withall or most of this - thoughl 
dothinkit will be necessary forusto live 
lightly onthe earth. This general under¬ 
standing of a dynamic relation to 
sustainabi lity (of a kind that capi tali smi s 
patently i ncapable of) is one that we mu st 
bring to the Green movement. 

Francis Bacon hasoftenbeenmade the 
whipping boy of ecological politics. Of 
course, there are s ome justi fications for a 
critical approach. Baco n said we have to 
“mastef ’ nature,butalsothatwe can only 
do so by following its laws. There’s a para¬ 
dox within his thought therefore. Some fol¬ 
lowers of Bacon, such as John Eveyln, 
virtually introduced the issueof conserva¬ 
tion at a practi cal level. Eventhough the 
Baconians were accused of having this 
narrowly exploitative attitude t) natir e, you 
have thattraditioncoming from them. So 
again, it’s a c omplex iss ue. 

I thinktheordy answeris to focuson 
sustainability and co-evolution. To recog¬ 
nise that humanbeings have aresponsibil- 
ity to establish a sustainable relationship to 
nature. Butin this, we can’t flee to nature 
- in some way retreat to some idyll where 
these problems didnotexist. 

In Marx’s words, we have to reg ulate 
our metabolic irteractionwithnatureas as¬ 
sociated producers who are consciously 
and democratically/;/ arming. Idon’tsee 
any oth er answer th an that. It has t o take 
sustainability as its criterion- as Marx him¬ 
self explained. We have tobe the custo¬ 
dians o f the earth for future generation s. 
In order to do this we hav e to change our 
whole set of priori ties, which mean s a di¬ 
rect conflictwith capitalism. We have to 
begin by ensuring that all people have ad¬ 
equate diets, clean water, sanitation, es- 
senti al healthcare, etc, as part of a general 
programme of human and ecological 
sustainability. No such guarantees are pos¬ 


sible within the contextof capitalism 

Greenpolitics, especially in the United 
States, descends into the notion that 
s omehow we have to think likea mo un- 
tain-the sortofviewthatis associated with 
Aid o Leopold, someonel greatly admire 
in many respects. But humanbeings can’t 
thinklike mountains - they can only think 
like humanbeings. There is also an em¬ 
phasis on our spiritual relationship to na¬ 
ture, which we all have and Bukharin 
actually discussesin Philosophical A ra- 
besques. 

Butwe have tounderstand the human 
relation to nature as a material problem 
if we are going to so lve it in anyway. We 
still have tomeet human needsfrom our 
metabolic interactionwith nature,physi¬ 
cally as veil as spiritually. Wecan’t entirely 
abandon industrialisation: we have to 
change it. We can’tretreat to some his¬ 
torical era where we were somehow more 
in harmony with nature: we have to go 
forward as a society. 

Because sociali sts refuse to give up the 
notion of development altogether but se ek 
rather to revolutionise its form, we are 
cast igated as enemies of the env ironment 
by many Greens. I know there are many 
who call themselves socialists who effec¬ 
tively end up with very rightwing views in 
this sense- ignoring sustainability and pro¬ 
moting economic growth at any cost. This 
further generates misunderstandingsbe- 
tweensocialists and Greens. 

Greens in the US tend to emphasise 
individualism. According tothis viewwe 
should solve the problems of the earthby 
recycling and reducing our consumption. 
In terms of thestructures ofthe system,this 
doesn’tmake very much senseatall. Hav¬ 
ing anew spiritual relationship to the earth 
is OK and act ing as individuals to defend 
theearth is commendable, but if we can’t 
change our material practices and s od al 
relations, then such spirituality and in di¬ 
vidual action is meaningless. 

Marxists better understand the ob sta- 
cles that capitalism poses to ecological 
change, and recognise thatthe only an- 
sw er is a revolutionary one. Th ere is still 
hope that the kind of ecological material¬ 
ism thatclassical Marxism generated will 
increasingly converge with left green 
analysis and movements and create a 
stronger movement for human andeco- 
lo gicalrevolution - a movement that will 
have tobesocialisttosucceed# 


Communist 
Party books 


A PLAN FOR I WHICH ROAD? 

MINERS I 



■ Which road? 


The programmes of ‘official communism’weredesignedto serve thesein the worker s’ 
movement who had no interest in revolution, these who preferred compromise with 
capitalismratherthan its destruction. 

Jack Coir adalso deals vdththerefcrmistprogrammeofPeter Taaffe’s group and laysthe 
g'oundwaknecessary fordrafting arevohtbnary programme. 

£6-95/*11 


■ From October to August 

Articles by Jack Cenrad,charlingtheriseanddemisecftheUSSRfiomStalin’smonocmtic 
dc1at)ishipto thetwists andtums cf GorbacheVs perestroika andYeltsin’s courter-coup 
Throughout the stressis onthenecessity ofdemocracy. 

£6.95/*11 


■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory andpracticeof communist electoral work. Particular attention is 
paid to theBdsheviks’aiti-boycottigu andtheirstrategy for revolution. Vital forprind- 
pfedactivists. 

£4.95/• 7.50 


■ Problems of communist organisation 

What is the correctbalancebetweendemoaacy and centralism? Jack Conradexplores 
this thorny issue and shows thatinity in action is only sustainable when minoriie shave 
therightto organise and be come themajority. 

£4.95/*7.50 


■ A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to theTcry government’s 1992 coal review. 
The case is made forworidng class self-activity and sodalism Arthur Scargill famously 
disowned it. 


£1.00/ *1.50 


■ Remaking Europe 

JackConradaiguesthatthe working class can and must establisha folly articulated 
programme with avie w t) winning our own, sodal, Europe. AEuropestampedby the 
working class, which is ready fa its domination and rapid emandpatoiy extension. 

£5.00/*7.50 


Buy all 6 books for £20/*30 and save £9.80/*16 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 

Please send me a copy of: 


Which road? □ 

From Octo ber to August □ 

In the enemy camp □ 

Problems of communist organisation □ 
A plan for miners □ 

Remaking Europe □ 


I enclose a cheque, payable to CPGB, for £/• 


Name. 


Address. 


Email_ 

Pieasereturnto CPGB address 
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SOCIALIST ALLIANCE 


Debates from amongst 


Dave Craig of the Revolutionary Democratic Group gives his 
account ofthe issues involved atthis weekend’s attempt to launch 
another Socialist Alliance 


I n the last issues of Weekly Worker 
we have considered the failure of th e 
Labourite Socialist Alliance (mark 
two) inits economis tic politics. The SA 
fought the 2001 election on ‘priority 
pledges’ designed to appeal to old La¬ 
bour supporters. This approach foiled in 
the run-up to the Iraq war, as the So¬ 
cialist Workers Party abandoned the al¬ 
liance for the Stopthe War Coalition. It 
paved the way for Respect. We also 
showed that in 2001 the SA oppo sition, 
although disunited, raisedthe issues of 
repub licani sm (CPGB), federalism (Al¬ 
ii ance for Workers’ Liberty and Revo¬ 
lutionary Democratic Group) and the 
lessons of the Scottish Socialist Party 
(RDG). 

It was not until 2003, when the So¬ 
cialist Al lianc e Democracy P latform was 
launched, that the oppos itionwere able 
to uni te. T he S ADP w as a compromise 
amongst the various strands of opposi¬ 
tion. It originated as amove by SA ex¬ 
ecutive members Lesley Mahmood, 
Marcus Strom, Maigaret Manning and 
Declan O’Neil. At its founding meeting 
the platform for “democracy inside the 
SA” merged with the forces gathered 
round the M3 Committee taking up the 
case fora workers’party. 

The founding statement ofthe SADP 
stood for the full version ofthe SA’s Peo¬ 
ple before profit programme, which 
was set out in three sections - for repub¬ 
licanism, social change and internation- 
alism. The SADP stood for “a 
democratic republic”. It held that Peo¬ 
ple b fore profi t has a s eries of demo¬ 
cratic demands which, taken together, 
constitute a democratic republic or “re¬ 
pub lican democracy”. These demands 
include: “Abolish the monarchy, the 
House of Lords, the privy counci 1 and 
crown powers”; and “Establish fixed- 
term democratic elections, based on 
proportional representation and ac- 
ooun tabili ty of all elected officials and all 
MPs to their constituents”; and“Dis- 
e stab lis h th e church es o f E ngl an d and 
Scotland - for the complete separation 
of church and state, and the freedom to 
worship, or not, as we choose”; etc, etc. 

The section, ‘Forinternationalism’, 
refers to a series ofpoliciesbasedon “in¬ 
ternational democratic and socialist 
principles”. Aft er this, s od ali sm is i den - 
tified as “making solidarity the guiding 


prindple of society. We mean the work- 
ingclass organising to liberate itself from 
the rule of profit and creating its own de¬ 
mocracy, abolishing the privileges of 
managers and officials. Every major in¬ 
dustry shouldbe reorganisedonthe lines 
of social provision for need - publicly 
owned and democratically controlled by 
workers and the community.” 

The SADP did not have a spedfic seo- 
tion on the environment. The new SA 
proposal for an ‘alii ance for republican¬ 
ism, int ernation ali sm, socialism and the 
environment’ (Arise) seeks to redress 
that by identifying and inc hiding envi ron- 
mentalissues. Despite the importance of 
what the SA and the SADP had to say 
on repub licani sm, in practi ce bo th di d 
next to nothing to turn words into deeds. 
The new SA has some serious cam¬ 
paigning work to do ifit is not to con¬ 
tinue or even retreat from the ‘talking 
shop republicanism’ ofthe SADP. 

Where the SADP went beyond the 
SA was in promoting the call for a new 
workers ’party, as put forward by the 
M3 committee. The SADP platform 
says: “We will fight for socialists to unite 
in a new socialis tparty, with ample right s 
of tendency, as exemplified by 
Rifondazione Comunista andthe Scot¬ 
tish Socialist Party.” The formulation 
reflected a compromis e between those 
calling for a Marxist party and those 
calling for a “republican socialist party”. 
This disagreement was hidden from 
view. Butitwasbroughtoutintheopen 
at the Birmingham conference inMarch 
2005. T he S A (Prov isi onal) res olu tio n 
was passed calling for a “republican 
socialist party along the lines of the 
SSP”. At the same time a motion was 
passed from the CPGB for a Marxist 
party. 

Finally the question of federalism de¬ 
bated in 2001 appeared in the SADP 
statement. This calls for changes in the 
SA const itutio n. The thi rd pro posal c all s 
for the SA to “adopt a structure that en¬ 
courages affiliation and representation of 
affil iated o rg an isati ons”. Now th e pro¬ 


posal fromthe SA (P) for the new SA 
seeks to implement this through the 
Council of Socialist Organisations. 

Far from the SA (P) retreating from 
the positions of the SADP, the very 
opposite is true. Theproposal for the 
newSA seeks to turn the words of the 
SADP on republicanism into action. It 
seeks tobring outin the open the argu¬ 
ments about a mass party versu s a Marx- 
ist party. It proposes to establish 
principled relations between affiliated 
socialist organisations and the S A mem¬ 
bership. T he propo sals from the S A (P) 


The SA was 
never about 
communist unity 
around a 
communist 
programme. It 
was a project 
for socialist 
unity, bringing 
together 
democratic 
socialists and 
communists 

are without doubt an advance on the 
SADP. 

What issues arise in the attempt to 
relaunchthe SA? More or less the same 
issues as arose in 2001 -03, albeit on a 
smaller scale. The principal divisions 
ov er the direction of th e new S A appear 
in the resolutions. These concern the 
nature and name of the alii ance, th e ro le 
of democracy and republicanism and 


the kind of party that c an t ak e the wo rk - 
ing class movement forward in the 
present circumstances. 

What is the Socialist 
Alliance? 

I will use the term ‘demo cratic social¬ 
ist’ rather than the more pejorative ‘re- 
formist’ or ‘ so cial democrat ’, and th e 
term ‘communist’ rather than ‘Marxist’ 
or ‘ revolutio nary’. The SA was basi cally 
about the relationship between the 
democratic socialists, congregated in 
and around the Labour Party, and the 
various communist groups. 

The SA was never about communist 
unity around a communist pro gramme. 
Itwas aproject for socialist unity,bring¬ 
ing together democratic socialists and 
communists into an alliance. The need 
for this unity came directly from the class 
struggle. The advanced section of the 
class demanded that socialists of all 
kinds unite more effectively against the 
common New Labour enemy. The 
working class movement had little time 
for what was seen as petty squabbling 
in the face of major advances by the 
class enemy in the guise ofthe Labour 
government. 

A more united socialist movement 
would support and encourage real de- 
fections and lebellions fromNew L a- 
bour. We have seen this from Arthur 
Sc arg ill, K en L ivi ngs ton e and Georg e 
Galloway. We have seen the defection 
of theRMT andtheFBU. The greater 
the un ity o f the soc ialist fo re es, the more 
effective the oppositiontoBlair. Work¬ 
ers have little time for how many theo¬ 
ries of Trotskyism can dance on the 
head ofapin. The harshreality of class 
struggle against New Labour leads to 
the n ecessity for a common programme 
of so d ali st un ity. People before p rofit 
was such a pro gramme. Itwas never a 
Marxist or rev olutionaryp id gramme. 

The question for communists was 
whether they could defend a common 
prog ramme d es pit e th eir o wn res erv a- 


tionsand criticisms. Anatural tendency 
for 1 eft sectariani sm and revoluti onary 
phrase-mongering might lead commu¬ 
nists to destroy a common programme. 
Of course, if the SA was strong and 
representative ofthe state ofclass con¬ 
sciousness, it would contain a majority 
of democratic socialists. The communist 
minority would have to recognise their 
real position in relation to the class. 

Howev er, if communi sts accidentally 
find themselves in a majority because of 
the fai lure o f the democrati c social ists to 
fightfor class unity it would be tempting 
to take control and adopt a revoluti on¬ 
ary Marxistprogramme. This would be 
the mother of all pyrrhic victories. It 
would suggest that inthe fight against 
Labour, communists act like sectarians. 
The SA was a response to the needs of 
the class struggle. Itwas destroyed by 
the SWP moving to the right. Can the 
lunatics run the asylum, now the SWP 
warders have fled to Respect? The an¬ 
swer is obvious - not if they behave like 
lunatics. 

The best fighters forsocialistunityare 
the communists. Inpractice thatmeans 
that communists must defen dthe SA as 
a socialist unity project. This requires 
political discipline to resistthe tempta¬ 
tion to convert the SA into a Marxist 
al fiance fo r a Marx ist party. 

What name? 

When the SA leadership did not stand 
candidates in the 2004 elections, John 
Pearsonand Barry Biddulph proposed 
the electoral name ‘Democratic Socialist 
Alliance (People Before Profit)’ as a 
temporary andexpedientmeans of get¬ 
ting the agreementof the electoral com¬ 
mission. This took on greater significance 
atthe final SAconference in February 
2005. John put down a motion to 
change the name of the Socialist Alliance 
to ‘Democratic Socialist Alii ance’. Had 
the SAD P defeated the SWP and taken 
overtheSAwe wouldhave immediately 
faced an argument for a name change. 

The strange th ing about this i s that had 
we won the vote against closure we 
would then have control of the SA elec- 
toralname. There would be no needfor 
‘DSA’. It was now clearthat the case 
for the DSA as an expedient for the 
electoral commis si on was not the real 
argument. John would oppose the SA 


Hackney Respect 

Lethargic decline 


H ackney Respect met on Novem¬ 
ber 3 to discuss theissue ofclimate 
change and select delegates for 
national conference. The decision on del¬ 
eg ateshadbeenput offfrom the October 
10 pre-conference meeting so that, inthe 
words of the chair, the selection oouldbe 
made“at amuchbiggermeeting”( Weekly 
Worker October 12). 

The S ocialist Workers P arty-dominated 
local committee wantedmore timetore- 
cruit- there wereonly 95 signed-up mem¬ 
bers on October 10 - and to put tog eth er 
a safe bloc of delegates that would go 
throughwithlittle oppo sition. Just days 
before the meeting, an email werl out ask¬ 
ing for proposals for a slate. The official 
slate, once produced, characteristically 
contained a list of SWP members along 
with others considered on message. My 
ownnomination, just like lastyear, was the 
only one notpart of the official line-up. 

And again just like last year, quite a 
number of the propo seddelegates were 
not present and a few were not even 
known t o mo st comrad es. But unlike last 
year, the attitude towards aCPGB nomi¬ 


nation was not so hostile. I would like to 
thinkthatthis was because we have made 
some progre ss in convinc ing S WP mem¬ 
bers of our views andhave won them at 
leastto the notion of inclusive democracy. 
Unfcrtunately I think itwas mcreto do with 
lethaigy.There is a distinctlackof passion 
about the Respect project. This has also 
meanta dip in the level of vitriol andag- 
g'ession. 

Thes late of delegates was increased to 
12. Obviously we hadmanagedto achieve 
aslight increase inmembership, thoighwe 
were not given figures. Yetunder pressure 
from the CPGB, go nference standing or¬ 
ders were adhered to and an exhaustive 
ballotwas held on de legates. A crude‘ yes’ 
or ‘no ’ for a single slate was rejected. In¬ 
stead we voted for individuals. Yes, the 1 ist 
proposed ty the local SWP leadership still 
went through, butwiththree reserve del¬ 
egates. 

My nomination got the support of the 
CPGB comrades present, some inde¬ 
pendents and one SWP member - mak¬ 
ing me second reserve. Giventhe factthat 
somanyHackney delegates did not turn 


up lastyear, this makes itquite likely that I 
will beone of the delegates atconference! 
But we must also rememberthe underhand 
sh enani gan semp loyed t o k eep re serv es 
outlast year if they were seen to be sym¬ 
pathetic to the CPGB ( Weekly Worker 
November4 2004). 

Th e decisi on on d el eg at es w as com¬ 
pressed into the final 15 minutes. Before 
that we had a discussion on climate 
change, which was openedup by Elaine 
Graham-Leigh, a former Green Party 
member and now onthe nati onal coun crl 
of Respect. Her talk was more radical 
than I expected and focused onthe need 
to make the environment a collective and 
working class question. Shewas very criti¬ 
cal cf ‘individual lifestyle envircnmentalism’ 
andarguedthatmany Greens were in feet 
deeplyreactionary. 

Instead we “need a mass movementto 
win a shift to renewable energy. There is 
no point in lobbying companies like BP. 
We have the technology today to produce 
everything through renewable energy 
sources. ” She believed that there is no 
contradiction in linking the struggle for 


trade union rights and environmental ques¬ 
tions. 

Comrade Graham-Leigh also agreed 
with the CPGB’s Tina Becker that it was 
inpossible to “stop climate charge”, as the 
December 3 London demonstration is 
entitled. Not so SWP comrades, many o f 
whom mocked the very idea that the cli¬ 
mate is always in the proc e ss o f ch ang e. 
Apparent lyitwas apathetic to insist that 
this was the case. Clos er considerationo f 
the issue was obviously outof the ques¬ 
tion . Adop ting a thi nking approach is not 
for the SWP rank an d file. Thei r role is to 
pass the rightmotions and show the nec¬ 
essary enthusiasm for the latest get-rich 
scheme to come from their central com¬ 
mittee. 

Mostofthe SWP contributions on this 
issue amounted to 1 Me more thanrepeti - 
tion of what they had been told to say. 
They sh owed a dist inctunwi llingn ess to 
think as materialists. They could only be 
against capitalism, could only focus on 
how to build th q opposition. What they 
were for and why was for more vague and 
uncertain. Our contributions, which 


stressed the theoretical importance of 
Marx’s writings on ecology, broughtbe- 
wildered looks and confusion - with 
longstanding SWP member andResp ect 
secretary Mike Simons chiming inthat 
“we need idealism” in our struggle against 
climate change. 

Finally a long and tortured discussion 
fo llo wed about how to bui Id for a local 
‘Galloway speaks’ meeting on November 
15. The lacko f enthus iasm was evi dent 
once again, as the chair applied pressure 
forpeople to ‘volunteer’. Stalls were fi¬ 
nally cobbledtog ether for the following 
Saturday. And if the one I attended in 
Dalstonwasanythingto goby, they were 
hardly dynamic actions. 

I know from at least one SWP friend 
that members are votingwith their feet. 
They are not turning up to meetings or 
doing st alls. Comrades will d o any thing - 
just anything - to avoid going to a Re spect 
event. And with so few of their ownmeet- 
ings taking place, one wonders how much 
longer the SWP can last without a serious, 
organised rebellion • 

Anne McShane 


Caption 












weekly _ ^ 

worker 600 November 10 2005 


9 


the wreckage 



Socialist Alliance: dosed 


name evenwhenthere were no electoral 
reasons. The name ‘DSA’ has a politi¬ 
cal meaning not fully explained or theo¬ 
rised 

John Pears on gives two basic reasons 
for the November conference to adopt 
‘DSA’ (email, October 26). Firstly, the 
name has already been used in elections 
and we need to “maintain some consist¬ 
ency”. Thisisaweak, electoralist argu¬ 
ment, implying that because the electoral 
commission fore edus to abandontheSA 
name we are n ow stu ck with the change. 
To paraphrase Marx, this is the past 
wei ghing like a nigh tmare on the biain of 
the living.The name ‘ Socialist Alliance ’ is 
in any case more consistent, sincethevast 
majority of SA members have never been 
in the DSA, includingthe maj ority who 
were in the SADP So if “consistency” is 
a serious argument, ‘SA’ wins hands 
down. 

Sincethe first of John’s arguments does 
notreally hold water, the real reason must 
be the other one. Itisa logical connection 
to John’s th eory of th ep arty. He say s that 
we are from the S A and we “hold the in¬ 
tention of developing a democratic p arty 
for socialism”. If this seems uncontertious, 
itis because nobody has >et thought about 
it and it has been theorised even less. Isa 
Democratic So dalistParty any socialist 
party likeoldLabour with platforms? Is it 
a Marxi stParty withplatforms? 

Finally, of course, theDSAisthename 
of an already existing organisation. Any¬ 
body who wants toj oin the DSA canal- 
ready do so. It is surely wrong for any 
group, whether it be the RDG, CPGB or 
DSA, to come to the conference and try 
toget us to adopt its name. Presumably if 
we do no tadopttheir name the DSA will 
continueanyway. So iti snomore than an 
attempt to vote us into a group we have 
notvoluntarilyjoined. 

Republican or 
Labourite socialism 

B ec ause of the do min an ce o f Labourite 
andeconomistic ideas in the working class 
movement,republicanism is always apoint 
of controversy. The proposed constitution 
hasthreereferences to republicanism.First, 
clause A2 says: ‘The Socialist Alliance 
promo testhe ideas andprindplesof de¬ 
mocracy and republic an ism, an environ¬ 
mentally sustainable global sodalismand 
working class internationalism.” Clause 
A3 refers to the need fora “republican 
socialistparty, along the linesofthe Scot¬ 
tish SocialistParty”. ClauseA5 speaksof 
the present constitutional monarch st state 
as a barrier to democracy and socialism 
and identifies ihe working c lass as thee lass 


thatcan replace that with a “democratic, 
secularrepublic”. 

All these clauses are being oppo sed by 
a combination of Mik e Davi es (All ian ce 
for Green Socialism), JohnPearson and 
Dave Spencer (bothDSA). Mike Davies 
goes for a cleans weep. He wants to get 
rid of “democracy andrepublicanism”and 
“working class internationalism”from A2, 
remove th e word “republi can” from A 3 
and strike out c lause A5 on republicanism 
and self-determination. 

The motion fromDave Spencer“rejects 
any notion that the SSP should be our 
model onpolitical... reasonssuch as its 
position withregard to republicanism”. 
Alth ough ‘ republi c ani sm ’ i s pres en ted 
mere ly as an example, it is in tact the only 
aspect of the S SP politics that concerns 
Dave. JohnPearson calls for “a working 
class socialistparty”, thus removing the 
word ‘republ ican’ and Mike Davies does 
the same, calling for “a socialist party or¬ 
ganised along the lines of the Scottish 
Socialist Party”. 

J ohn Pears on cl ai ms that the ai m of a 
refounded SAisa “democratic, secular 
republic” rather than the party. This is 
obviously ialse. To win arepublicyou need 
am ass working c lass republican party. The 
party is an absolutely indispensable tool for 
any serious republicanism It is more ac¬ 
curate to say that if you want to avoid the 
fight for a republic then a socialist Labour 
party would be fine. That is the ess ence 
of the position of Mike, J ohn and Dave. 
Labour is not and has never been a repub¬ 
lican party and has never included the 
dreaded ‘R’ word in its aims. 

According to John, the notion of a 
democratic secular republic “hasnot been 
won in democratic debate withinthe so¬ 
cialist alliance movement”. He says “itis 
an ideawhich is indeed worthy of debate”. 
The words “worthy of debate” betray the 
ihinkingof ltoeralism, not Marx and Engels, 
for whom this qus stion was neverin doubt. 
But Johnhas suffered some sort of amne¬ 
sia when he forgets that the SA’s People 
befo rep rofiti s a republic an pro gramme. 
IntheS ADP the ‘Democratic republic’ is 
one of three sections in the policy state¬ 
ment. Itistrue thattheS A executive ig¬ 
nored the republican aspects of People 
befo reprofi t. When they decantedtoRe- 
spect they dropped it altogether. 

The demand for democratic republic 
was agreed by majority decisions. Butthe 
cultureor ‘rebellious spirit’ of republic an- 
ismwas completely absent. What we had 
was soft timid republican! smandthecul- 
ture ofLabourite-economism 

Behind allthis arethedifferencesbe- 
tween 1 iberal republic ani sm and mil itant 
republicanism The controversy arises 


within in the wider society wherethe state 
is organised through aconstitutional mon¬ 
archy. Divisions within the society and 
amongstthe working class are replicated 
inthe socialist movement. Allsocialists 
claimasanarticle ofthe laithto be repub¬ 
licans. But that is as far as it goes. Thai 
the arguments between the liberals and the 
militants begin. 

Liberal republicans spend more time 
opposing militant republicans than con¬ 
ducting republic an agitat ion. Their repub- 
licanism is reactive against monarchist 
prop aganda o r ag ai nst republ ic an agita¬ 
tion. They thinkmonarchist propaganda^ 
offensive but republican agitation is unnec - 
essary. They equate republi canis m with 
anti-monarchism. Theythinkthe monar¬ 
chy will be abolished inthe aftermath or 
as an afterthought when we have estab¬ 
lished socialism. 

The militant republicans see the ques¬ 
tion in almost opposite terms as the be¬ 
ginning ofthe sodalisttransformation. The 
struggle for democracy is the process 
through which the working class comes to 
power. Consequently democratic repub¬ 
li can agitati on an d organisation i s obliga¬ 
tory in any serious socialist strategy. 

Militant republicanism is not simply 
about having a correctprindpled attitude. 
Thatmustb ethestarting point. There is a 
subordinate, but important argument 
about strategic posit ioning of the new SA 
on the left. Thetwomainleftorganisations 
involving socialistsare Respect andthe 
Labour Representation Committee. The 
former rejectedrepubhcanism at its found¬ 


ing conference and the LRC forgot to in¬ 
clude it. The new SA must adopt a clear 
and distinct position as the only serious 
c ampaigners fo r democratic republic an - 
ism. 

The DSA want to kickrepublicanism 
intothe longgrass. They see themselves 
asMarxi st revolutionaries, who like the 
S WP have no time fo r mere repub lie an - 
ism. They are effectivelyin alliance with 
Mi ke D&vis (AGS) who equally want s to 
downgrade republicanism Butthere is no 
pretence of revolutionary Marxismfrom 
Mike. He is op posing this from the right. 
WhatMike and Johnhave in common is 
the lowest common denominator ap¬ 
proach. They c an both 1 ive with th e word 
“socialistparty” which removes reference 
to the “highly controversial” or“intensely 
arguable ”woid “republic”. They canunite 
around the words “socialist party” for 
which one means revolutionary Marxist 
party and the other a Labour Party albeit 
a greener version. 

John Pearson doesn’t actually argue 
againstmilitarl republicanism althoughhe 
thinks itis “intensely arguable”. He attacks 
it by associating it withthe RDG. Repub¬ 
licanism makes you astooge forthe RDG. 
There is a hint of the kind of moral pani c 
that used to accompany ‘redsunderthe 
bed’s cares. The well-known witch-hunt - 
ingapproach doesn’tactually argue about 
the issu es, but attacks those putting it for¬ 
ward, questioning their motives etc. It is 
ludicrous to imply thatmilitantrepublican- 
ism is the property of the RDG or the 
CPGB. It has a long tradition from the 


Level lers, To m Paine, the le ft Chartis ts, 
Marx and Engels and James Connolly for 
example. It is a weapon for the working 
class in its struggle for freedom 

Marxism? 

Finally wehave the deb ate over the ques¬ 
tion of a republican socialistparty versus 
Marxist party, which began in the pap er 
over the lastt wo weeks. 

A republican socialist party starts from 
the faetthat we live in a capital! stmarket 
economy, governed through the institutions 
ofa constitutional (or parliamentary) mon¬ 
archy. Th e party aims to rep lace the con¬ 
stitutional mon archy wi th a d emocratic, 
secularrepublic andthe capitalistmarket 
ec onomy with soc ialism .A republic an so- 
dalist party is what it says it is - a militant 
working class party which fights for a 
democratic republic and sociali sm 

However, it is more than that. It is the 
recognition of a democratic road to so¬ 
cialism The fight for democracy and 
hencea democratic, secularrepublic is the 
political road Ihe working c lass must travel 
if it is to co me to power and make sod al- 
isma practicalpolicy.To removereference 
to the republic is therefore to sink to the 
most backward economism. This was 
stressed repeatedly by Marx and Engels 
and supportedby Lenin in State andrevo- 
lution. 

The final pointisthat a republican so- 
dalistparty isnon-ideological. It is defined 
by its tasks, not by its adherence to any 
various ideologies of Marxist-Leninist- 
Trotskyism# 


Calderdale Respect 

Going to conference 


C alderdale Respect met in Hali¬ 
fax last on November 2 to se¬ 
lect delegates to represent the 
branch at the national conference and 
choose a local steering committee. We 
also had a short discussion on the list 
of motions tabled for conference, hav¬ 
ing already debated our own at a pre¬ 
vious meeting. 

Two local SWP members had asked 
me earli er in the d ay, at a Un ite Agains t 
Fascism demonstration in Leeds, ifl 
would like to go to conference or be 
on the steering committee. I said yes, 
and they seemed pleased with this. 

In the actual meeting the chairper¬ 
son, Kevin Stannard (SWP), once 
again asked if anyone wanted to be a 
delegate. We have 20 members locally 


and are therefore entitled to two del¬ 
egates. I indicated that I would like to 
be a delegate. Local SWP members 
were keen th at p eopl e other than them 
should go, “for the experience”. They 
also s eem to be keen that the rest o f u s 
should be brought into the central 
processes of Respect. In the end the 
meeting agreed that I should be a del¬ 
egate alongside Dave, a PCSU activ¬ 
ist, with an SWP member as reserve. 

The attitude of SWP members to the 
local steering committee was inclusive 
too. If people were prepared to com¬ 
mit themselves to regular attendance 
then they should be accepted. Very 
different to some of the reports we 
have coming from other areas. Be¬ 
cause of the low attendance at this 


meeting we decided to keep the list 
open for others who want to be on the 
steering committee. 

We then had a brief discussion of 
some ofthe motions being put to con¬ 
ference. Mo st were seeing them for the 
first time and with 60 motions to go 
through our discussioncould hardly be 
comprehensive. One comrade noted 
that there was no resolution on educa¬ 
tion in response to the bill just intro¬ 
duced by the government. It was 
agreed that she should draft one, and 
after it is checked by other members, 
the branch should try and get it heard 
as an emergency motion. 

My fellow delegate highlighted a 
number of motions that he had prob¬ 
lems with. Motion 48, which calls for 


a “discussion of western and islamic 
attitudes to economic policy”, was 
widely criticised. It was agreed that 
there is no single western or islamic 
approach to economics and that this 
kind of formulation was dangerous. The 
comrade from the PCS also opposed 
mot ion 4 9, wh ich is ag ai ns t the us e o f 
anti-social behaviour orders, saying 
that it wouldnot godown wellinwoik¬ 
ing class areas. 

SWP comrades were against asbos, 
but some did not think that the age of 
criminalresponsibility shouldbe “rais ed 
from 10 to 16 years of age”. One 
talkedabout the problem withRespect 
being a reformist organisation - it 
c learly puts them in a d iffi cult po sit ion 
wh en di scus sing s olutio ns to th e prob - 


lems of capitalism 

There was also an interesting discus¬ 
sion concerning motion 52, which op¬ 
poses all immigration controls. Dave, 
the PCS member andthe other deleg ate, 
aigued ag ai nst sayi ng that it w ould no t 
attract working class voters. He ex¬ 
pressed the opinionthatif put into prac¬ 
tice it would mean “chaos”. I argued 
strongly in favour. I explainedhowim- 
migration controls divide workers and 
provide employers with a source of 
worstpaid, unprotected labour. 

SWP members were split on the is¬ 
sue - two against and one for. It wi 11 be 
interesting to see how many of their 
comrades vote for motion 52 under the 
eye of John Rees at conference# 

Dave Isaacson 
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LEFT UNITY_ 

Communists tell it as it is 


We fight not for some halfway house, for diplomatic peace or for a 
federal non-aggression pact, writes Ian Mahoney. We fight for 
principled unity 


T his is the 600thissue of the Weeldy 
Worker. When we launched the ti¬ 
tle backin 1993, our declared inten¬ 
tion then was to systematically buildupon 
thepolemic al and theoietic al achievements 
of our fortnightly-cum-three-weekly, The 
Leninist. We quickly made the transition 
from a single-sheet paper to a four-pager 
and then to an eight-pager. F inally, in April 
2001, with issue No369, we moved to our 
present 12-page format. 

CP GB ers are pro ud that our organisa- 
tion has been able to sustain a weekly 
publication ofsuch consistent quality. Most 
other left groups - some numerically laiger 
than ours - appear content with a monthly 
or an even dozier tempo. Although, given 
the parlous state of journalism on the con¬ 
temporaryrevolutionary left, this is per¬ 
haps a blessing. 

Wewere once told in an especially phil¬ 
istine letter by Socialist Party comrade 
Timothy Lessells that our paper was 
largely compo sed o f the “s tupi d p etty 
bourgeois academics playing a game in 
their own world, whero e veryon e knows 
about and carosaboutthemostacademic, 
petty, pathetic ,insignificail felt event ever”. 
Instead, he wrote, we should “startwith 
what people understand, then develop 
them politically, raise their consciousness” 
(Weekly Worker March 8 2001). 

It was an odd, yet extremely telling, let¬ 
ter for a Marxist to write. Presumably, 
comrade Lessell s - and tho se who thi nk 
like him in the SP andits ilk-think we 
should stuff ourpaperwiththe type of in¬ 
sipid fare that our weeklyrivals such as 
The Socialist, Socialist Worker ox Scot¬ 
tish Social ist Voice serve up for our class. 
That is, repetition of newspeople will have 
alreadyreadinthe mainstream bourgeois 
press - with the benefit of profound 
‘ Marxist ’ ins ight s o f the cali bre that (a) 
Tony Blairis clearly no socialist, (b) theLa- 
bour Party is not the wo deers’ fri end, (c) 
imperialism is nasty and (d), reassuringly, 
everything in the nano-sized snippet ofthe 
workers’ movementlordedoverby the 
sects that produce this or that rag is going 
swimmingly - no problems, no disputes, 
nothing forus to fundamentally questicn or 
think about. 

This is shame fill. Acommunistnewspa- 
per should strive to tell the truth, brutal 
thoughthismaybe on occasion. For ex¬ 
ample, what is the genuine state of the left 
in this period? It is clearly organisationally 
and ideologically fragmented. Thus, what 
the advanced section ofour class urgently 
needs is revol utionary unity - notuni ty on 
the basi sofa Lab our Party markt wo, or 
abacksliding coalition with islam, let alcne 
so-calledunity around petty nationalism 
which inevitably acts to weaken and di¬ 
vide our ex isting force s. 

Our paper exists first and foremost to 
wage a war for the c ause of r evolut ionary 
unity. We are faced with the task of de¬ 
feating capital and the state that serves it. 
It follows fromthisthatweneed to achieve 
theorganisationof allgenuinecommunists, 
revolutionary sod alists, progres sive anti- 
capitalists and advanced working class 
militants into a singleparty - a Communist 
Party. 


Form a Respect left 
opposition 

Conference 
fringe meeting 

Saturday 
November 19 
6pm, Lucas Arms, 
245a Grays Inn Road, 
London WC1. 


To aim for anything less is to invite 
defeat. And any ‘communist’ who 
wants to unite Marxists, not in aMarxist 
party, butanundefinedbroad workers’ 
party - or so mething else that sn eakily 
ftrdgesthe fundamentaldifference be¬ 
tween reform and revolution - has to 
all intents andpurposes de serted M arx- 
ism. 

Many examples spring to mind. But 
let us li mit ourselves to just three. 

• John Rees uses the big Socialist 
Workers Party majority in Respect to 
impo se the b lan des t of p oliti cs - non- 
sodalistpolitics that are designed to be 
acceptable to “muslimactivists”: ie, 
bourgeois organisations such as the 
Musli m Ass odatio n of B ri tai n. S o no 
to open borders, no to secularism, no 
to proletarian sodalism and no to free 
abortion on demand. In other words, 
Respect is a popular front taken to 
party form. 

• Peter Taaffe, general secretary of the 
SocialistParty in England and Wales 
looks forward to a “loose federation” 
alongthe lines ofthe early Labour Party 
(The Socialist November 3-9). Of 
course, he demands the rightto form a 
special SPEW pi atform in such a for¬ 
mation - n aturally a right he re fuses to 
grant dissentingminoritieswithin his 
own set-up. 

• Dave Craig of the Revolutionary 
Democratic Gro up call s for a republi¬ 
can so dalist party, inwhichMarxism 
is“seenas a legitimate part” (Weeldy 
Ubr/srNovember 3). AMarxist party 
with a M arxistp rogramme is, though, 
condemnedby comrade Craig as pre¬ 
mature. His is a Marxism delayed, a 
Marxism on credit - always a Marx¬ 
ism for tomorrow, never for today. 
Marxism istobetoleratedas longas 
Marxists donotformthe majority. He, 
along with all manner of ant i-sectari an 
sectarians, espedally the flotsam and 
jetsamwho survivedthe sinking ofthe 
SA, eame stl y re comm end the model of 
the Scottish Sodalist Party- organi¬ 
sationally. However, organisation and 
programme, form and content, cannot 
be separated. The SSP is not only na- 
tionali st and reformist; it is federal and 
thoroughly bureaucratic. 

We openly and consistently fight for 
what is hi stori cally n eeded. A Marxist 
party, acombatparty of the working 
class - its scientific name, according to 
Lenin, being a Communist Party. In 
short we fight for a ful 1 Marxist pro- 
grammeandthe correspondingMarx- 
ist forms oforganisation: ie, democratic 
centralism. 

Of course, lifedoes not always pro¬ 
duce what is required ... certainly 
straightaway. So we communists must, 
and will, deal with, and join, all man¬ 
ner o f h al fway ho use s, temporary 
unific at ions, ials e start s and unstabl e 
lash-ups - Arthur Scargill’s Socialist 
Lab our Party, the Socialist Alliance, 
SSP, Respect, etc. But - andthis needs 
stressing - at all times we fight for a 


The human 
revolution 

Public meeting, Saturday 
November 12, 1.30pm, 
Friends Meeting Ho use, 
Euston. Speaker Camilla 
Power 

(Radic al Anthropology 
Group). 

Admission free, all welcome. 


Communi stParty and communi stp olitics. 
The journalisti c method we employ i s inex¬ 
tricably connected to that aim 
To produce aCommunist Party we do not 
employ dull diplomacy or mealy-mouthed 
official optimismin this paper. Often what we 
say i s d eeply unpo pular. Th is is h ardly sur¬ 
prising. We confront and seekto deconstruct 
often dearly held ideas on the left that are 
nonsensefxoxnthe point of view of Marxism 
and whose only practical result in the real 
woridi sthatthey cortime to divide and blunt 
the effectiveness ofthe revolutionary left - not 
only in Britain and Europ e, but globally. We 
want our thousands of readers notto be told 
comfortable truths, butto be challenged and 
educ ated to meticulously fdlow highpolitic s, 
study factional manoeuvres andtheo retical 
arguments. To think forthemselves, in other 
words. 


We openly and 
consistently fight 
for what is 
historically 
needed. A Marxist 
party, a combat 
party of the 
working class - its 
scientific name, 
according to 
Lenin, being a 
Communist Party 


This, of course, is why we appear ‘rude’. 
Andalso whypeople wantto read us. In thi s 
context, it i s in structiv e that th e v ery first 
mot ion to be presented atthis weekend’s lit¬ 
tle conference to relaunch the SodalistAlli- 
ance wags a fi n^r and tells us: ‘Personalised 
insults, baiting and shouting down ofthose 
comrades we do not agree with are unacc ept- 
able forms ofbehav four within the Socialist 
Alhanceatmeetingsoronemail lists. Itis a 
democratic princ iplethat comrads s should be 
allowedto puttheirpointofviewand be lis- 
tenedto with respect.” 

Frankly, that depends on the content of that 
point of view. Of course, we favour reasoned 
argument and abiding by the democratic 
norms of debate. However, we also opp ose 
censorship. We therefore demand the free 
exchange o f views - even if some easily of¬ 
fended individuals or easily offended majori¬ 
ties find what is being said hurtful or effensive. 

When it comes to polemics, we claim as 
an example ofour method that whichthe dull 
journals of the rest of the left cannot. We 
consciously stand in the tradition of Iskra, the 
pap ex that laid the basis for the revolutionary 
unity ofallMarxistsintheRussianempire (in¬ 
cluding those in Latvia, Poland, etc). 

Future Menshevik Martov - a ‘soft’ 
Iskrai st - neatly captured its blunt, no-non¬ 
sense expositional style when hecommented 
thattheeditors “strove to make sure that ‘all 
that is ridiculous’ appears in ‘aridiculous 
form’” and to “expose ‘thevery embryo of a 
reactionary ideahiddenbehind are volution¬ 
ary phrase’” (dtedinLiebman Leninism 
under Lenin London 1985, p29). 

And how was this greeted in the workers’ 
movement inRussia? Marcel Iiebman writes: 
“On all sides, Iskrtfs opponents condemned 


thepolemicalmethods ofthisjoirml,which 
was accused, to quote Trotsky’ testimony 
at the time, of fighting not so much against 
the autocracy as against the other factions 
in the revolutionary movement’” (ibid), fir 
other words, thi s pap er did not tellp eo - 
pie (a) what a bad man the tsar was, (b) 
that the Cossacks were no tthe workers ’ 
friend ... (youcanfill in the rest from the 
above template) 

And here i sLiebman on Lenin’s infa¬ 
mous ‘rudeness’: 

“Unco ncerned withtho se preo ccupa- 
tions about unity which almost inevitably 
leadto the making of compromise s, Lenin 
was able to give a sharp outline to his 
doctrine,using the incisive languagethathe 
preferred and, as he often stressed, 
aussprechen was ist (‘tosay what is’: ie 
to de scribe things frankly, as he saw them), 
without having to worry about th efeelings 
of any p artn ers. Thi s absence of ambi - 
guity notonly helped separate the revo¬ 
lutionary trend from the reformist one; it 
also maintained and reinforced thedistinc- 
tion between the Russian social istmove- 
ment and bourgeois ideology. No doubt 
the weaknessof liberalism inRussia lim¬ 
ited its power ofattraction: not sufficiently, 
though, to prevent the Mensh eviks from 
becoming susc eptibleto it. Leninism, how¬ 
ever, by its twofold opposition tobour- 
geois 1 iberalism an d social ist re formi sm, 
accentuated the spli tb etw eenthe world 
of the bourgeo isie andthat of the pro le- 
tariat...” (my emphasis/6/<ip 107). 

Thus, Trotsky commented that ‘Lenin¬ 
ism is warlike from head to foot” (L 
Trotsky On Lenin pi 94). This is not sim¬ 
ply for the sake of up setting people, of 
course. It is framed thus in order to draw 
implacabfelinesofpditical distinction be - 
tweenproletarianpolitics and those of our 
clas s enemy. Thati s what this pap er i s in 
bus iness to d o and that exp lai ns its styl e 
and content. We set out to call things by 
their prop er name s - and there is little that 
infuriates anopportunistmore thanbeing 
correctly label led. 

As Lenin puts it, “Very often this word 
[opportunist] is wrongly regarded as 
‘ merely a t erm of abuse ’ and no att empt 
is made to grasp it s meaning. Th e oppor¬ 
tunist do es no tb etray his party, h e doe s 
not act as a traitor, he does not desert it. 
He continues to serve it sincerely andzeal- 
ously. But his typical and characteristictrait 
is that h e yi elds to the mood of the mo - 
ment, he is unable to resist what is fash¬ 
ionable, he is politically short-sighted and 
spineless” (VI Lenin CWVol 11, Moscow 
1977, p239). 


Sluggish 

kk I always re ad the letters first when 
I my Weekly Worker arrives,” 
writes comrade MB. “And I must say, 
there were semepretty interesting ones 
last week.” She has sent us a cheque 
for £20 “i n appreciation of your com- 
mitment to genuine communist debate”. 

Thanks, comrade. Andthanks too 
to CP, VK and DR, who all sent us 
£10, not to mention PJ for her £15 
despatched via our online PayPalfa- 
dlity. Once again justone donation via 
ourwebsitethi s week, and all the more 
welcome for that. 

Comrade PJ was one of 14,373 


Launched in December 1900, editedby 
Lenin and five others who were to become 
Mensheviks in the future, Iskra s et itself 
the central aim of an open ideological 
struggle to purge the Russian revolution¬ 
ary movement ofpolitical strands alien to 
Marxism To this end “it mocked and 
flayed [the economists] cruelly for their 
des ire at all costs to lay the workers upon 
the Procrustean bed of peaceful economic 
demand s... the newspap er waged a cam¬ 
paign a^inst the Socialist Revolutionaries 
.. Mra’s campaign against the SRs, how¬ 
ever, produceddeep disquiet among... a 
certain section of workers, who said: why 
fight amongstour se he s?’ (G Zinoviev His¬ 
tory of the Bo Ishevik Party p 74). 

Thus, many of the page s of Iskra were 
fill ed with see mi ngly es oteric arguments, 
far beyond the understanding of the mass 
of the class, or even of many advanced 
workers who sincerely believed in revo¬ 
lution and socialism Again, as Lenin’s 
deputy, Zinoviev, notes, “The psychology 
ofworkers livingunderthe yoke of tsarism 
was such that they said: let all revolution¬ 
aries irrespective of party and their differ- 
encesunite closely together and teach us 
howto fight againstthe autocracy” (ibid 
p74). 

Yet the vital theoreti cal an d ideol ogical 
prep aratory workun dert aken by Iskra - 
workthat made it readlike a ‘trade jour¬ 
nal” oftheRussianrevolutionary left-just 
as we have been accused of being the 
“tradej oumal” of the Britishleft- laid the 
basis for publications like the mass-dreu- 
lat ion revolut ion daily, Pravda , launched 
in 1912 w ith a circulation of60,00 0, ris¬ 
ing to 130,000 by the time of its second 
anniversary. 

Pravda “gradual ly wre sted one factory 
after anotherfrom the Mensheviks. Work¬ 
ers would s end tens and hundreds of dis¬ 
patches into the newspaper, which had 
become asortof general staffof the move¬ 
ment and an organising centre ... The 
Mensheviks, who were suffering defeats 
everywhere, in their newspaperexplained 
them by the "Pravda epidemic ’which was 
raging through the working das s of St 
Petersburg andthemaincities... Pravda 
became the best friend of any working 
cl ass family ...” (ibid pp 180 -81). 

The ability of Pravda to become the 
paper of the Russian workingclass asit 
reached out for democracy and revolu¬ 
tion, to merge itself with its movement and 
in a sense tobecome itsownvoice, was 
not in contradiction to the harsh andpains- 
takingwork oftheoretical clarification and 
struggle undertaken by Iskra - it was a 
brilliant confirmation cf its validity. 

Our paper is clearly still in its Iskra 
rather than its Pravda phase. But we tak e 
theoccasionofour 600thissue to com- 
mitours elves once again to the political 
task of building amas s Communi stParty 
with a mass circulation press • 


intemetreadersofthe Weeldy Worker 
over the 1 as t seven day s - our hits are 
remaining pretty steady at around that 
level every week. I know I mi ghthave 
mentioned this before, but wouldn’t it 
be nice if just a few more of those 
readers followed PJ’s example? 

Oir total for November is asluggish 
£90, with a third of the month gone. 
Time to up the rate ofcontributions, 
comrades# 

Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankets order form, 
or send cheques, 
payable to Weekly Worker 


Fighting fund 
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Cloth crap? 



'Love, you look like shite’: Trinny and Susannah 


T rinny and Susannah - I guess most 
readers hate both of them, together 
with the Whatnot to wear BBC tel¬ 
evision programme that propelled themto 
th e st atus of a nati onal in sti tut ion. 

I quite like them. Partly because I fancy 
Trinnybut also because no other television 
programme can instil quite such a sense of 
cultural despair. 

The basic i dea i s that Trinny and Sus ann ah 
sel ect a co upl e o f d ow dy was hed-o ut p eo- 
ple (butwithsome stylistic potential), erode 
any lingering sense of respect their victims 
may have by laying siege to their wardrobe, 
give them some lashion advice and £2,000, 
send them shopping, turn up during the 
shopping to enforce the previously given 
advice, give their victims a hairdo and some 
war p aint, s how them the resu It s and voila! 
Somebody who had a week before looked 
like Barbara Windsor on Benzedrine is 
transformed into a pre-Dynasty Joan 
Collins. 

Cynidsm aside, there isclearly something 
pos iti ve abo ut the mo ment wh en peop le are 
shown the results of thdr makeovers (we all 
benefit from a fewnice threads and I am not 
advocating we dress ourselvesinbinliners). 
But this is only amoment, being saturated 
by a host of less benign messages. 

The current series has thus far dealt with 
divorcees, young women on the cusp of a 
new career, pensioners and (god save us all) 
mid-life crisismen. Trinny and Susannah ap¬ 
pear to have become something more than 
fashion advisers. In the episode with the 
two female divorcees it became clear that 
the presenters were acting more in the guise 
of life coaches (or at certain ghastly points, 
amateur psychiatrists), hanging the 
makeover on an attempt to resolve major 
conflicts in these women’s lives. This idea 
is reinforced by the framing of the pro¬ 
gramme after the divorcees have been cho¬ 
sen: Trinny and Susannah start by riving their 
victims ’ rives for a day and end up watching 
a videotape of the women taking their 
makeovers back into their rives. 

Lurking beneath thi s i s a thoroughly batty 
idea. Clothes are beingpitehed way beyond 


their use-values (keeping warm, signifying 
social codes and so on),circumventing their 
function as commodities into some sort of 
nether world where they can magically 
transform a web o f social ent ang lements and 
experiences. What not to wear thus estab- 
ri she sit sel fas a richly embellished advertise¬ 
ment. 

It would, of course,be wonderful if per- 
sonalagonycouldbe overcome with a waltz 
around Selfridges. The absurdity of this 
mess age mak es y ou w ond er wh om Tri nny 
and Susannah will line up for the next series? 
Heroin users? Victims of terrorism? 

And what of Trinny and Susannah’s fa¬ 
mously bossy personas? In What not to 
wear , the presenters always lay down ‘the 
rules’ to their victims. If they decide that 
stripes make you look fat, then you cannot 
have stripes. These ‘rules ’ arc then enforced 
in a variety of‘Love, you looklike shite’ in¬ 
teractions. This is all about as natural as 
tinned cat food, Trinny and Susannah’s ulti¬ 
mate skill being to translate the dictates of 
the fashion industry intoan ultimately like¬ 
able act. 

The fashion industry is interesting in that 
it is comfortable in projecting itself as a thor¬ 
oughly alienated spectacle. Pickup a copy 
of Vogue and try and find any human em¬ 
pathy with the aiibrushed mannequins you 


see ondi splay. Consider the whole discourse 
aroun d ‘ s upermod el s’. And think of the cat - 
walk itself which is essentially a means to 
confront an audience with clothes. The 
fashion industry thus glowers down on its 
public from a very great height. Therefore, 
Trinny and Susannah are its true daughters, 
as - with the voices of Enid Bly ton and the 
force of Pol Pot - they dictate ‘the rules’ to 
theirvictims in changing rooms across the 
land. 

However, as stated previously, this is a 
programme with some endearing moments. 
This ultimately stems from the relative com¬ 
modity-dependent ‘freedom’ on offerto its 
participants.Even for thoseofus on a rea¬ 
sonable wage, a stroll around a clothes 
shop involves a host of calculations not 
related to need, wants and desires, but to 
more prosaic matters such as budget and 
cost. In What not to wear , the BBC 
chucks £2,000 at its participants to change 
their wardrobe. Of course, it is still a 
budget and wraps people up in commodi¬ 
ties, but only a fortunate few can blow this 
sort of cash in one go. 

This throwing over of the immediacy of 
alienation is one of the few small mercies on 
offer here. And for that, I suppose, we 
should all be thankful • 

Lawrence Parker 


PUBLICATION 

Draft programme 


draft 

ofthe CPGB 

pregramme 

In 1981 the Leninists ofthe 'official' CPGB 
announced their open, disciplined and principled 
struggle to reforge the Communist Party. This draft 


programme represents a milestone in this defining 
task. 

Now republished in pamphlet form. 

£1.50 or • 2.00 (including postage). 
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Join the Respect Unity Coalition 


Complete this slip and send it to: 

Respect - The Unity Coalition 
Room 207, Coborn House 
3 Coborn Road, Bow 
London E3 2DA 

Include a cheque for a minimum of £10, or 
more if you wish to make a donation, payable 

to Unity Political Fund. 


Name_ 

Address. 


Town /city_ 

Postcode_Phone. 

Email___ 




What we 
fight for 

a Our central aim is the organisation of communists, 
revolutionary socialists, anti-capita lists and all politically 
advanced woikers into a Communist Party. Without or¬ 
ganisation the working class is nothing; with the high¬ 
est form of organisation it is eveiything. 

The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Communist Party, but there exists no real Com¬ 
munist Party today. There are many so-called ‘parties’ 
on the left. In reality they are confessional sects. Mem¬ 
bers who disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are ex¬ 
pected to gag themselves in public. Either that or face 
expulsion. 

■ Communists operate according to the principles of 
democratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek 
to achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. 
As long as they support agreed actions, members have 
the right to speak openly and form temporary or per¬ 
manent factions. 

Communists oppose the US-UK occupation of Iraq and 
stand against all imperialist wars but constantly strive 
to bring to the fore the fundamental question - ending 
war is bound up with endiqg capitalism. 

■ Communists are internationalists. Everywhere we 
strive for the closest unity and agreement of working 
class and progressive parties of all countries. We op¬ 
pose every manifestation of national sectionalism. It is 
an internationalist duty to uphold the principle, ‘One 
state, one party’. To the extent that the European Un¬ 
ion becomes a state then that necessitates EU-wide 
trade unions and a Communist Party of the EU. 

! The working class must be organised globally. With¬ 
out a global Communist Party, a Communist Interna¬ 
tional, the struggle against capital is weakened and 
lacks coordination. 

■ Communists have no interest apart from the working 
class as a whole. They differ only in recognising the im¬ 
portance of Marxism as a guide to practice. That theory 
is no dogma, but must be constantly added to and en¬ 
riched. 

i Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the 
future of humanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous 
with war, pollution, exploitation and crisis. As a global 
system capitalism can only be superseded globally. All 
foims of nationalist socialism aro reactionary and anti¬ 
working class. 

m The capitalist class will never willingly a How their wealth 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote. 
They will resist using every means at their disposal. Com¬ 
munists favour using parliament and winning the big¬ 
gest possible working class representation. But work¬ 
ers must be readied to make revolution - peacefully if 
we can, forcibly if we must. 

■ Communists fight for extreme democracy in all 
spheres of society. Democracy must be given a social 
content. 

□ We will use the most militant methods objective cir¬ 
cumstances allow to achieve a federal republic of Eng¬ 
land, Scotland and Wales, a united, federal Ireland and 
a United States of Europe. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be foqght and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

■ Communists are champions of the oppressed. Wom¬ 
en’s oppression, combatipg racism and chauvinism, and 
the struggle for peace and ecological sustainability are 
just as much woiking class questions as pay, trade un¬ 
ion rights and demands for high-quality health, housing 
and education. 

Socialism represents victory in the battle for democ¬ 
racy. It is the rule of the working class. Socialism is ei¬ 
ther democratic or, as with Stalin’s Soviet Union, itturns 
into its opposite. 

Socialism is the fiist stage of the worldwide transition 
to communism - a system which knows neither wars, 
exploitation, money, classes, states nor nations. Com¬ 
munism is general freedom and the real beginning of 
human history. 

i All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 

j Become a 

i Communist Party 

] supporter 

I Name_ 

! Address 


Town/city_ 

Postcode_ 

Telephone_Age 

Email_Date__ 


Returnto: Membership,CPGB, BCM Box928, London WC1N3XX 
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Opportunity for 
recruitment and 
debate 



Meat and drink 


O ctober 7 sawGeotge Galloway 
visiting Sheffield as part of his 
ongoing tour of British universi¬ 
ties. This meetingwas rightly seen by 
members of the newly established Uni¬ 
versity of Sheffield Respect Society (in¬ 
cluding several CPGB comrades) as an 
opportunity for recruitment and debate. 

The impressive turnout of over 3 00 
people is extremely encouraging at a 
time of general apathy in student poli¬ 
tics . Attending the meeting were mem¬ 
ber s of a wide variety of groups. In 
particular Socialist Workers Party 
comrades were out in force, including 
a number of activists from the Shef¬ 
field area. It was clear that many in the 
audience had little sympathy for the 
mildly left wing p latform of Resp ect, 
but they wanted to hear Galloway 
speak. It made the meeting half 
leftwingstandard fare, half spectacle. 

The meeting kicked off with a short 
speech (via an interpreter) from an 
Italian student activist and member of 
Parti to dellaRifondazione Comuni sta. 
In response to new government leg- 
isl atio n, s he repo rt ed, a pop ular mov e- 
ment frombelowhas sprung up calling 
for the ‘"removal offees” and “end to 
class discrimination” in education. The 
zenith (thus far) ofthis movement was 
a march of over 150,000 students in 
Rome on the October 25, the day the 
new legislation was passed. 

The second speaker was Suzie 
Wylie of the National Union of Stu¬ 
dents and Resp ect, whose speech was 
marked by a simplistic moralism: 
“Blair’s priorities are totally wrong - 
he wants nuclear weapons rather than 
schools and hospitals” was about as 
good as it got. 

At this point, with Galloway yet to 
arrive, the floor was opened for ques¬ 
tions to the two speakers. The final, 
exquisitely timed, one was: “You’ve 
talked a lot about Respect, but isn’t 
George Galloway being rather disre- 
spectful by being over an hour late?” 
Of course, at that very moment the 
man himself strode into the room to 
loud applause. 

Within seconds of arriving Galloway 
had launchedinto his speech, after ex¬ 
plaining he hadbeen stuck in traffic on 
the way. His oratorical skills are well 
known, even if this particular writer 
had heard much of this speech before 
at another meeting. He referred to a 
“swamp of bitterness and hatred”, out 
of which came “the mosquitoes of 9/ 
11’’andthe “monstersof 7/7”. 

To Galloway the Palestinian situa¬ 
tion is one of the main causes of that 
“bitterness and hatred” - indeed 
“every bullet in the back of a Pales¬ 
tinian boy is paid for by the US”. He 
also exposed once again the hypoc¬ 
risy of the UK government in selling 
£4 0b illion of weaponry to the repres¬ 
sive regime in Saudi Arabia - in con¬ 
trast to the years of sanctions and war 
against the equally repressive but 
‘rogue’ regime of Saddam Hussein. 

After this brief international survey 
Galloway went on to focus on hi s role 
in Britain and his parliamentary work 
- his well rehearsed remark about 


“shivers moving along the green 
benches looking fora spine to crawl 
up and finding precious few” bringing 
laughter and applause. Personally, 
though, I was not so impressed by his 
passing comment that “the private sec¬ 
tor can do some things better than the 
public” - at least the Tories in the au¬ 
dience liked that one. He concluded 
rather lamely: “If we can unite then 
another world is possible.” 

Once again the meetingwas opened 
up the floor and the Tory contingent 


His oratorical 
skills are well 
known, even if 
this particular 
writer had 
heard much of 
this speech 
before at 
another 
meeting 


went onto the attack, claiming that his 
anti-occupation propaganda was low¬ 
ering the morale of British troops and 
adding to their stress. This is meatand 
drink for Galloway, who gave an al¬ 
ternative reason for the ‘stress ’ of the 
squaddies: “They have invaded a 
country on a pack oflies and millions 
of people want to kill them.” Another 
contribution criticised Galloway for 
not being in parliament enough, to 
which he responded that the “British 
parliament has never been so irrel¬ 
evant”. On the other hand, he had 
“made mo re speeches than any other 


backbencher this year - put that in 
your pipe and smoke it!” 

He seemed to be rather more trou¬ 
bled by critical questions from speak¬ 
ers to his left, such as the one from a 
memb er of th e Intematio nal B ol she vik 
Tendency who asked about Gallo¬ 
way’s stance in opposing abortion 
rights. To this Galloway aggressively 
(and defensively) replied: “It’s not 
true - next question.” Under heckling, 
however, he added: “Respect sup¬ 
ports a woman’s right. My personal 
opinionis irrelevant.” This was an in¬ 
teresting reply and, if he meantthat we 
could count on him to be bound by 
Respect decisions when it came to 
voting in parliament, a welcome one. 

Then came Socialist Party comrade 
Alistair Tice, who complained about 
notbeingcalledto speak earlier by the 
SWP chair: “I was young when I put 
my hand up!” He asked: “You’re in 
front of 300-400 people - why aren’t 
you talking about socialism?’ Gallo¬ 
way answered the question with ad¬ 
mirable honesty: “Because socialism is 
not on the agenda today.” In this he 
was backed up by an SWP member, 
who said we shouldn’t focus on “ab¬ 
stract ideas”. 

One ofthe final contributions came 
from a member of the Alliance for 
Workers ’ Liberty, who criticised Gal¬ 
loway forhaving “only talked about 
the working class once”. Galloway a 
little irately accused the comrade of 
having come with her contribution pre¬ 
written and rather obscurely replied: 
“I’m not sure you’re the best person 
to lecture me about the working 
class.” 

All in all a veiy interesting meeting. 
Of course, the turnout said more 
about Galloway’s personal prestige 
than the popularity of the Respect 
project. Nevertheless, hopefully we 
will be able to recruit on campus as a 
result - some new blood might shake 
our SWP comrades up a bit • 

Ted North 
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